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10/17/20, 14:07 - Sumitra Krishna Pr changed the group description
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10/17/20, 15:55 - sridhara srinivasa das: Pranams Maharjas and Prabhujis
Please accept my humble obeisances
Jaya Srila Prabhupada

While working on a section refuting Kaunteya Das book on his exploits of "feminism" i realized that not so many comment of Srila Prabhupada made in the interview with Prof. O'Connell is actually very much a paraphrase of the Bhagavad-Gita 7.3.
=========

Prof. O'Connell: Is it possible, Swamiji, for a woman to be a guru in the line of disciplic succession?
Prabhupāda: Yes. Jāhnavā devī was—Nityānanda's wife. She became. If she is able to go to the highest perfection of life, why it is not possible to become guru? But, not so many. Actually one who has attained the perfection, she can become guru. But man or woman, unless one has attained the perfection... Yei kṛṣṇa-tattva-vettā sei guru haya [Cc. Madhya 8.128]. 
[Whether one is a brāhmaṇa, a sannyāsī or a śūdra—regardless of what he is—he can become a spiritual master if he knows the science of Kṛṣṇa.]
The qualification of guru is that he must be fully cognizant of the science of Kṛṣṇa. Then he or she can become guru. Yei kṛṣṇa-tattva-vettā, sei guru haya. [break] In our material world, is it any prohibition that woman cannot become professor? If she is qualified, she can become professor. What is the wrong there? She must be qualified. That is the position. So similarly, if the woman understands Kṛṣṇa consciousness perfectly, she can become guru.



===========
My response to this as below:
	At last Prof. O’Connell asks the specific question of whether a woman can become a guru in the line of disciplic succession, for which Śrīla Prabhupāda did not quote BG 9.32 verse nor BG 5.18 and say yes by virtue of having equal rights, but he only paraphrased the verses from revealed scriptures such as BG 7.3 and  Nārada-pañcarātra Bharadvāja-saṁhitā 1.44.  In BG 7.3 Lord Kṛṣṇa says that to understand the Lord or the science of Lord (māṁ vetti tattvataḥ) is very difficult (manuṣyāṇāṁ sahasreṣu kaścid). Hence, Śrīla Prabhupāda gave the example of  Jāhnavā devī who indeed qualifies for knowing the science of Lord Kṛṣṇa (māṁ vetti tattvataḥ) and that like Her there are not so many (manuṣyāṇāṁ sahasreṣu kaścid). We have also explained the same concept expressed in Nārada-pañcarātra Bharadvāja-saṁhitā 1.44 as only one who is a pratyakṣitātma-nāthā (fully self-realized persons who can see the Lord face-to-face) is qualified to become a dīkṣā-guru irresepective of caste and gender.
10/17/20, 15:56 - sridhara srinivasa das: Any thoughts from the group, welcome..
10/17/20, 16:17 - +1 (352) 214-6750: In 7.3 when Krsna says "hardly one knows Me in truth" he is talking about those who follow the paths advocated in the first 6 chapters. SP explains this in the purport. He is not talking about bhakti-yogas. Rather SP says that by bhakti Krsna can easily be known. Krsna says the same thing himself repeatedly. BG 8.14: "For one who always remembers Me without deviation, I am easy to obtain, O son of Pṛthā, because of his constant engagement in devotional service." And BG 18.55: "One can understand Me as I am, as the Supreme Personality of Godhead, only by devotional service. And when one is in full consciousness of Me by such devotion, he can enter into the kingdom of God." In the discussion of disksa gurus in ISKCON we are talking about bhakti-yogis, not others.
10/17/20, 16:26 - sridhara srinivasa das: Good point.. I will add this to the list of preemptive objections to my statement and address this..
10/17/20, 16:43 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: The Roles of Vaishnavis in ISKCON

a paper presented by the ISKCON Vaishnavi Ministry

Women’s roles in ISKCON have been a subject of much confusion, contention, and polarizing debate in which we tend to ascribe the worst motives to those whose conclusions differ from our own. Even more troubling, we tend to characterize Srila Prabhupada’s teachings on this issue in absolute terms without considering the nuances of instructions he gave to different devotees at different times and in different circumstances.

At one extreme, devotees say that Srila Prabhupada’s instructions on women’s roles were based on a social system that is no longer practical in modern society and that, under the principle of time, place, and circumstance, we can dispense with much of his teachings on men’s and women’s social roles. This position rests, in part, on the idea that traditional male/female social roles are disfavored in modern society and the cause of much exploitation of women. In order to attract intelligent, well-rounded people, the theory is that we must adapt the traditional male/female roles to something more like the roles in modern society.

At the other extreme, devotees argue that Srila Prabhupada did not want women to have any role outside the home. This position rests on Srila Prabhupada’s instruction that women must be protected at every stage of life by their father, husband, or son, and by his instruction to institute varnasrama dharma. For example, proponents of this position would not allow women anywhere in ISKCON to perform temple deity worship, speak or lead kirtan in public, or have any management or leadership role. They argue that Srila Prabhupada gave women a larger role in ISKCON as a temporary concession to their Western conditioning, that only the instructions in his books and not his letters and conversations should be considered in understanding the role of women, and that varnasrama dharma is reflected by a historical Indian society in which women did not leave their homes except to visit the temple or other women. 

In the understanding of the Vaishnavi Ministry, both extremes are wrong and both are right to some degree. They are wrong in that they assume that Srila Prabhupada had only one response to every situation. They are right in that they have each focused on some aspect of Srila Prabhupada’s teachings. To understand Prabhupada’s desire for the role of women in ISKCON, however, these aspects need to be seen from the perspective of the entirety of his teachings on this issue – especially his pivotal statements.


Protection

Srila Prabhupada was unapologetic and unequivocal in his statements that women need to be protected at all stages of their lives. Often, however, we make assumptions about what form that protection should take. There’s no evidence that Srila Prabhupada intended “protection of women” to mean they could not perform Deity worship, lead kirtans, speak in public, live in temple ashrams, or manage departments. To accept that understanding we would have to accept that Srila Prabhupada failed to protect Malati Devi Dasi, Silavati Devi Dasi, Yamuna Devi Dasi, and many others when he engaged them in such activities.

It is unacceptable to assume that Srila Prabhupada did not intend to do something he actually did, such as engage Vaishnavis in these services. Moreover, Srila Prabhupada gave no indication that these engagements for women were temporary. Had he intended such a thing, he would have expressed that instruction in some way. But the opposite is true. When Vaishnavis wrote to Srila Prabhupada inquiring about their roles, he encouraged them to participate in temple/spiritual activities and gave no indication that such participation should be temporary or limited.

When he was informed that certain brahmacharis were feeling distracted by the presence of Vaishnavis in the temple room during japa, Srila Prabhupada’s response was that the brahmacharis, not the Vaishnavis, should “go to the forest.” Another time, Prabhupada said that he wanted Vaishnavis to live in temple ashrams because they needed that protection. He never indicated that brahmacharini ashramas or women’s presence in the temple were temporary measures.

In a letter to Malati Devi Dasi, Srila Prabhupada, wrote that whoever was qualified, male or female, could give Srimad-Bhagavatam class. Acknowledging differences between men and women, he defined the qualification for speaking in the temple as “how much one understands about Krsna and surrendering to the process.” Had he intended this opportunity for women to speak as a temporary concession, why didn’t he indicate that? In the clear absence of any such indication, it is dangerous to assume that we understand Prabhupada’s intention better than he himself did. We should neither put words into Srila Prabhupada’s mouth by assuming a hidden motive he never mentioned, nor take words out of his mouth by ignoring clear instructions on the implementation of women’s social roles in our Society.


The Weight of Historical Social Practices

Srila Prabhupada was willing to change tradition in order to shelter women. For example,both Srila Bhaktisiddhanta Saraswati and Srila Prabhupada gave diksa initiation to women. Further, Srila Prabhupada gave brahmana initiation to women. Both practices constitute a change from tradition. Neither Srila Bhaktisiddhanta Saraswati nor Srila Prabhupada ever indicated that the practice of initiating women was temporary or somehow a lesser initiation than that given to men. 

Giving initiation is deeply significant spiritual practice that creates an eternal relationship. In changing tradition in this way, Srila Bhaktisiddhanta Saraswati and Srila Prabhupada also made a statement about the weight we should give historical social practices in determining proper roles for women in ISKCON. In other words, it is clear that our parampara is not bound by social custom in regards to the treatment and status of anyone in society, including women. (Lord Caitanya, a brahmana, embraced and was instructed by Ramananda Raya, who was considered a sudra – equally maverick, you could say, as Prabhupada giving women second initiation.) 
Thus, the argument that something has historically been the custom is not definitive on this issue. In Srila Prabhupada’s words, “In India all the acharyas and their descendants later on acted only from the man's side. Their wives were at home because that is the system from old times that women are not required to go out. But in Bhagavad-gita we find that women are also equally competent like the men in the matter of Krishna Consciousness Movement.

 Please therefore carry on these missionary activities, and prove it by practical example that there is no bar for anyone in the matter of preaching work for Krishna Consciousness.” 

Letter to: Himavati — London 20 December, 1969
Varnasrama

Some argue that varnasrama dharma means women have no roles outside the home. This is an assumption. In fact, women in our tradition have always had larger roles that take them beyond the home. In Krishna-lila, there are descriptions of the gopis engaging in commerce by traveling to Mathura to sell their milk products. The fruit seller who traded Krishna fruit for a handful of grains was a woman engaged in the economic life of the village. Draupadi and other kshatriya queens managed logistics for large households and even armies! Some women lived as ascetics and others are mentioned in the Srimad-Bhagavatam as “expert in transcendental and Vedic knowledge.”

Srila Prabhupada told a story praising the chastity of a particular woman he remembered from his college days. This woman was a street sweeper who routinely worked surrounded by men. However, she conducted herself with such grace and care as to be remembered by Srila Prabhupada many years later. He did not indicate that it was wrong for her to be working outside the home or in the company of men, but cited her as one example of how such a thing could be done.

Some argue that under the tenets of varnasrama dharma, it is improper for any woman to give instruction to a man. In fact, virtually every man begins his life by taking instruction from a woman. The mother is the first guru. As men in our society are told to see all women as mother, there is no barrier to taking instruction from a qualified woman.

Historically, women in our tradition have engaged in such activity. Kunti’s instructions carried so much weight with her sons that they broke tradition when all five brothers married Draupadi. Even though Kunti’s instruction was given based on a misunderstanding (“share whatever you have found”), her sons placed such importance on her instructions that they agreed to share a wife. The prayers of Queen Kunti are included in Srimad-Bhagavatam. Clearly, there is no barrier to anyone in taking instruction from a qualified woman.

Jahnava Mata, Lord Nityananda’s wife, was the head of His disciples after His departure and also initiated disciples of her own. Not only did she give spiritual instruction, she acted as the spiritual and managerial head of all of Lord Nityananda’s disciples.

 Gangamata Goswamini was initiated in Lord Caitanya’s line and also became an initiating guru.

When Haridas Thakur converted the prostitute through his pure chanting, he accepted her as a disciple and engaged her in sharing spiritual knowledge with others. Without doubt, the qualification to give spiritual instruction is not based on the body. The idea that women are somehow disqualified from spiritual leadership is not supported by our tradition, our scriptures, or Srila Prabhupada’s instructions.
There’s no doubt that Srila Prabhupada noted the differences between the sexes and gave his disciples instructions based on those differences. He was strict in how he expected his female disciples to dress, for instance, requiring a degree of modesty that he did not require of his male disciples. When he traveled with his disciples in India, he was sometimes personally attentive to the protection of his female disciples, having them travel with him to programs and stay in the same home or ashram, while he expected his male disciples to make do.

It seems that Srila Prabhupada expected that most of the leaders/managers in ISKCON would be men. In appointing temple presidents, BBT managers, GBC members, and project members, the number of men appointed greatly exceeded the number of women appointed or approached regarding appointment. One might conclude that Srila Prabhupada envisioned a society in which a female leader was not common, but was possible.
In arguing for limited roles for women, devotees quote Srila Prabhupada’s request that we institute varnasrama dharma. However, there is no statement of Srila Prabhupada’s indicating that varnasrama dharma excludes women from leadership or management. In fact, the opposite is true. “I am so glad to learn that our London Temple is very, very well managed under your supervision. Kindly continue this standard of Temple management—that will make me very happy.” 
Letter to Yamuna — Calcutta 16 September, 1970.


Beyond varnasrama

Varnasrama dharma is a social system designed to give society’s members the best possible opportunity for spiritual advancement. When the bhakti-yoga tradition is combined with varnasrama dharma the result is called daiva-varnasrama, “the transcendental system of four social orders and four spiritual orders.” (SB 5.1.24 purport) Prabhupada writes, “One of the objectives of the Krishna consciousness movement is to establish this daiva-varnasrama, but not to encourage so-called varnasrama without scientifically organized endeavor by human society.” (SB 7.14.10 purport) The distinction between so-called varnasrama dharma and daiva-varnasrama dharma is profound. Under varnasrama dharma, only members of certain varnas can engage in scriptural study and temple worship. Sudras were not allowed to study the Vedas or be pujaris, according to the traditions of varnasrama dharma. So-called varnasrama is a caste system based on birth. Daiva-varnasrama is based not on birth but on one’s qualities and activities. In Srila Prabhupada’s powerful and clear words, “The acharyas who advocate the daiva-varnasrama (the social order of catur-varnyam mentioned in Bhagavad-gita) do not accept the proposition of asura-varnasrama, which maintains that the social order of varna is indicated by birth.” Cc Madhya 3.6 purport
Daiva-varnasrama dharma is based on the understanding that spiritual life and spiritual advancement and engagement are open to everyone regardless of birth. No one in our ISKCON society would ever think of saying that a man born in a sudra family could not study Srila Prabhupada’s books or engage in Deity worship or manage a yatra. Similarly, Srila Prabhupada makes it clear that women can also have responsible positions in his ISKCON society. Thus, if we decide that a particular service is not available to women, it is only for social reasons, not spiritual ones.


Conclusion

In daiva-varnasrama, the social system that Srila Prabhupada and Lord Krishna advocate, one’s occupation is not determined by one’s birth but by one’s activities and qualities (Bg 4.13). Prabhupada says: “In daiva-varnasrama there cannot be acknowledgement of social status according to birthright because in Bhagavad-gita it is said that the determining considerations are guna and karma, one’s qualities and work. It is this daiva-varnasrama that should be established all over the world to continue a perfect society for Krishna consciousness.” 
(SB 5.1.24 purport)

The question before ISKCON today is: Is daiva-varnasrama only for men? 

Our considered understanding, based on Srila Prabhupada’s teachings, is that daiva-varnasrama is for all members of Prabhupada’s society. Thus:

1. Prabhupada wants to establish daiva-varnasrama, 
2. daiva-varnasrama is not based on one’s birth but on one’s qualities and activities, and 
3. daiva-varnasrama is intended for all members of society, both male and female. 

If these three statements are true, then it follows that a woman’s position in society should be according to her qualities and activities. 

For many, if not most, women, this will mean that she is a wife and mother. But this is not all she can be. She may be a wife, a mother, and a temple president. She can give Bhagavatam class. Or, if she is so inclined, she may chart a more renounced path, which would allow us to understand why Srila Prabhupada also made statements such as: 

Prabhupada: If one can remain without marriage, that is the first class.
Rupanuga: Women also?
Prabhupada: Women also. What is the use of this material husband? Make Krishna husband. Krishna's prepared to become everything -- love Him as husband, love Him as son, love Him as friend. 
(Room Conversation -- July 6, 1976, Washington D.C.)

If we accept the principle of daiva-varnasrama, if we follow Srila Prabhupada’s example in engaging Vaishnavis, we find that women can be wives, mothers, leaders, teachers, worshipers, gurus, and/or whatever else according to their qualities and activities, not their birth. Everyone is an individual. To successfully arouse each person’s dormant Krishna consciousness, we must accommodate and encourage each person’s individual expression of Krishna consciousness. This will benefit both the individual and our ISKCON society as a whole.

 END

(For the pdf version of this paper, which includes references for many of the above statements, please contact us at the Facebook page ISKCON Vaishnavi Ministry. Thank you for your interest!)
10/17/20, 16:45 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: <Media omitted>
10/17/20, 16:46 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: https://youtu.be/3Jj4-8or_tA
10/17/20, 16:51 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Respected Sumitra Krishna Prabhu and devotees,
Pranams.

This is just to inform you all that due to our busyness in preparing for the upcoming Bureau GBC meeting, myself and Basughosh Prabhu will not be able to actively participate in this discussion. We may have our eye on it if time permits. 
There are some other devotees with whom we have discussed certain points in detail previously and they are added to this conference, I believe. So they may try to contribute in the discussions. 

Thankyou,
Your servant,
Damodara Das
10/17/20, 16:55 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok
10/17/20, 16:56 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: No problem
10/17/20, 18:05 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/17/20, 18:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: In that purport to 7.3 SP says... the key is to follow bhakti as per sruti smriti purnaadi pancaratra vidhi... He says that only this is the way for one to attain Krishna.... Anyways, i also get the point that is being made in this response, with the context that for jnanis , karmis and yogis Krishna is very difficult to obtain:

=====quote from purport to BG 7.3===
10/17/20, 18:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: Kṛṣṇa is the Supreme Personality of Godhead, the cause of all causes, the primeval Lord Govinda. Īśvaraḥ paramaḥ kṛṣṇaḥ sac-cid-ānanda-vigrahaḥ/ anādir ādir govindaḥ sarva-kāraṇa-kāraṇam. It is very difficult for the nondevotees to know Him. Although nondevotees declare that the path of bhakti, or devotional service, is very easy, they cannot practice it. If the path of bhakti is so easy, as the nondevotee class of men proclaim, then why do they take up the difficult path? Actually the path of bhakti is not easy. The so-called path of bhakti practiced by unauthorized persons without knowledge of bhakti may be easy, but when it is practiced factually according to the rules and regulations, the speculative scholars and philosophers fall away from the path. Śrīla Rūpa Gosvāmī writes in his Bhakti-rasāmṛta-sindhu (1.2.101):

śruti-smṛti-purāṇādi-
pañcarātra-vidhiṁ vinā
aikāntikī harer bhaktir
utpātāyaiva kalpate
“Devotional service of the Lord that ignores the authorized Vedic literatures like the Upaniṣads, Purāṇas and Nārada Pañcarātra is simply an unnecessary disturbance in society.”

It is not possible for the Brahman-realized impersonalist or the Paramātmā-realized yogī to understand Kṛṣṇa the Supreme Personality of Godhead as the son of mother Yaśodā or the charioteer of Arjuna. Even the great demigods are sometimes confused about Kṛṣṇa (muhyanti yat sūrayaḥ). Māṁ tu veda na kaścana: “No one knows Me as I am,” the Lord says. And if one does know Him, then sa mahātmā su-durlabhaḥ: “Such a great soul is very rare.” Therefore unless one practices devotional service to the Lord, one cannot know Kṛṣṇa as He is (tattvataḥ), even though one is a great scholar or philosopher. Only the pure devotees can know something of the inconceivable transcendental qualities in Kṛṣṇa – His being the cause of all causes, His omnipotence and opulence, and His wealth, fame, strength, beauty, knowledge and renunciation – because Kṛṣṇa is benevolently inclined to His devotees. He is the last word in Brahman realization, and the devotees alone can realize Him as He is. Therefore it is said:

ataḥ śrī-kṛṣṇa-nāmādi
na bhaved grāhyam indriyaiḥ
sevonmukhe hi jihvādau
svayam eva sphuraty adaḥ
“No one can understand Kṛṣṇa as He is by the blunt material senses. But He reveals Himself to the devotees, being pleased with them for their transcendental loving service unto Him.” (Bhakti-rasāmṛta-sindhu 1.2.234)
10/17/20, 18:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: *Only the pure devotees can know something of the inconceivable transcendental qualities in Kṛṣṇa – His being the cause of all causes, His omnipotence and opulence, and His wealth, fame, strength, beauty, knowledge and renunciation – because Kṛṣṇa is benevolently inclined to His devotees.*
10/17/20, 18:14 - sridhara srinivasa das: Thanks for bringing this point to my attention. I do find support in SP purport of why he said in that interview that "not so many"... only pure devotees can know something of the inconceivable transcendental qualities in Krsna... because Krsna is benevolently inclined to His devotees.

Now in this connection, I am going to post something as asked by Basughosh Prabhu... Here is that post below...


======from BG Prabhu=====

Since I won't be commenting there, you might like to post this quote from Prabhupada and ask if any ISKCON "vaishnavi" is as exalted as Parvati!

Here is a difference between male and female that exists even in the higher statuses of life — in fact, even between Lord Śiva and his wife. Lord Śiva could understand Citraketu very nicely, but Pārvatī could not. Thus even in the higher statuses of life there is a difference between the understanding of a male and that of a female. It may be clearly said that the understanding of a woman is always inferior to the understanding of a man. In the Western countries there is now agitation to the effect that man and woman should be considered equal, but from this verse it appears that woman is always less intelligent than man.

From: Srila Prabhupada’s purport to SB 6.17.34-35
10/17/20, 18:58 - +1 (352) 214-6750: Among devotees, it doesn't matter who is more or less intelligent. Intelligence is not the main qualification for a guru. The qualification is to know the science of Krsna, as you quoted above - Yei kṛṣṇa-tattva-vettā sei guru haya [Cc. Madhya 8.128]. Krsna is not known by intelligence. Otherwise, why are there big scholars of shastra who are impersonalists or even atheists?  Krsna is known by bhakti. 

And anyone who is practicing bhakti is highly intelligent (su-medhasa) as stated in SB 11.5.32: "In the Age of Kali, intelligent persons perform congregational chanting to worship the incarnation of Godhead who constantly sings the names of Kṛṣṇa. Although His complexion is not blackish, He is Kṛṣṇa Himself. He is accompanied by His associates, servants, weapons and confidential companions." That means the both Vaisnavas and Vaisnavis in ISKCON are highly intelligent. 

And even if a devotee who is sincerely serving Krsna is lacking in some aspect of intelligence, Krsna personally supplies whatever is needed. BG 10.10: "To those who are constantly devoted to serving Me with love, I give the understanding by which they can come to Me." And, BG 9.22: "But those who always worship Me with exclusive devotion, meditating on My transcendental form – to them I carry what they lack, and I preserve what they have."

In my humble opinion, these are the qualifications for diksa guru. What is the use of discussing the temporary coverings of body or intelligence? Let us find who is "constantly devoted to serving Me [Krsna] with love" and who "always worship Me [Krsna] with exclusive devotion, meditating on My transcendental form." Let the focus be on Krsna and bhakti rather than gross and subtle material considerations.
10/17/20, 19:09 - +91 99408 64086 joined using this group's invite link
10/17/20, 19:10 - +91 99408 64086: Hare Krishna dandavats t
10/17/20, 19:28 - sridhara srinivasa das: *intelligence is not the main qualification for guru

Pramana please..

Bhakti without sruti smrti purnadi pancaratrim vidim vina aikantiker harer bhakti utpadayet kalpate...

Without scriptural injunctions hari bhakti is simply a disturbance to the society...

5.11.32 yagnair sankirtana prayair yajanti hi su medhasa..

Now sankirtana yajna has a process given by Rupa Goswami.. Which was given to us by BSST and Srila Prabhupada.

Now the point that Basughosh Prabhu is stating here is that pro-fdgs quote bg 7.32 and other verses to state that all (male female) practicing pure devotional service are equal and can become guru. Wherever Srila Prabhupada talked about women stri dharma is not applicable to iskcon women. That ISKCON women are far superior than suniti, Devahuti, Parvati since they are all ordinary women.

Point is why to selectively take Srila Prabhupada's statement?
10/17/20, 19:34 - +1 (352) 214-6750: Now this is the third time already this praman is being given: Yei kṛṣṇa-tattva-vettā sei guru haya [Cc. Madhya 8.128]
10/17/20, 19:37 - +1 (352) 214-6750: I am quoting direct shastra - BG, SB, CC. I am not selectively taking any Srila Prabhupada's statement.
10/17/20, 19:37 - +1 (352) 214-6750: Try to follow the logic
10/17/20, 19:38 - +1 (352) 214-6750: It is very clear and simple
10/17/20, 20:55 - sridhara srinivasa das: So please make your position clear. I only joined today.. So i do not know what your stated position is.

Can women become diksa-guru?

What is your position?
10/17/20, 21:01 - +1 (352) 214-6750: My first statement was in response to yours. So you have seen all that I have written here. If necessary, please read it again and tell me what your conclusion is.
10/17/20, 21:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: My conclusion is the same as what Srila Prabhupada says in SB 4.12.32 purport. a woman could not become diksa-guru
10/17/20, 21:05 - +1 (352) 214-6750: If you are not interested in other statements from shastra then why are you a part of this discussion?
10/17/20, 21:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: Go through this blog ..

https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/widc-2019-ahmedabad.html

All other questions are answered in several documents
10/17/20, 21:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: First go through them .... you asked for conclusion
10/17/20, 21:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: i present conclusion
10/17/20, 21:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: you ask specific questions we will answer them
10/17/20, 21:09 - +1 (760) 449-0469: It seems like most devotees already have their minds made up.
10/17/20, 21:09 - +1 (352) 214-6750: Exactly
10/17/20, 21:09 - +1 (352) 214-6750: It's like preaching to born again Christians.
10/17/20, 21:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: First go through a ton of documents presented.. If joining for first time and wanting to know the conclusion..

https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/widc-2019-ahmedabad.html
10/17/20, 21:10 - +1 (352) 214-6750: no matter how much logic you present, you can quote Jesus Himself and still they will tell you that you are going to hell!
10/17/20, 21:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: Anyways... discussion is digressing...
10/17/20, 21:12 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please keep the discussion on track.. Are there any specific questions. I am asked to join this group so that i can answer specific questions. But if i have to summarize a whole bunch of discussions of years long, then please go through a short summary presented in my upcoming refutation book at 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1JaRnTMFbASY-9a0Vd1biuSlnKWSfDIKY/view?usp=sharing
10/17/20, 21:14 - +91 94408 78272 left
10/17/20, 21:14 - +1 (352) 214-6750: I have more important uses of my time than trying to discuss with closed minded people.
10/17/20, 21:14 - +1 (352) 214-6750 left
10/17/20, 21:21 - Madhava Pr Mumbai Bbt Media left
10/17/20, 21:31 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/17/20, 21:31 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/17/20, 22:02 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: https://youtu.be/2k99idDaGOY
10/17/20, 22:03 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: https://youtu.be/A3I981sszX0
10/18/20, 04:58 - +1 (352) 222-2886: Interesting note: The title of the first video is a direct statement by Srila Prabhupada. The title from the second video is questioning Srila Prabhupada’s statement.
10/18/20, 05:56 - sridhara srinivasa das: The title of second video finds substance directly in Srila Prabhupada's books especially in SB 4.12.32 purport without any need to doctor or suture that purport.

But the title of first video directly opposes the SB 4.12.32 purport.

Please note Srila Prabhupada said "books are basis" and not "conversations are basis".

So SB 4.12.32 purport is final.
10/18/20, 06:01 - +1 (516) 428-0191: Therefore Srila Prabhupada was lying in the conversation?  These are also the words of the Spiritual Master are they not?
10/18/20, 06:02 - +1 (516) 428-0191: Easy to just dismiss, Srila Prabhupada did thing for a reason?  What might that reason have been?
10/18/20, 06:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: No Maharaja.. I never said that..

I said the title of she can become guru is in direct violation with "being a woman she could not become diksa guru" of SB 4.12.32.
10/18/20, 06:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: Books are the basis
10/18/20, 06:05 - +1 (516) 428-0191: No, I would say "Not Violation" but how could the same person make both statements?  Is there a way to understand both?
10/18/20, 06:06 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja.. We should follow Srila Prabhupada instruction that books are the basis and only see that what Srila Prabhupada said in his books has higher weight and is final
10/18/20, 06:08 - sridhara srinivasa das: Moreover it Kalakantha Prabhu who stated that the title of second video can she become a guru is questioning  Srila Prabhupada's direct statements... So should we not not be rational and fair in light of SB 4.12.32 statement and ask Kalakantha Pr to withdraw his statement?
10/18/20, 06:09 - +1 (516) 428-0191: If, like during the Keturi festival, Lord Caitanya and all His associates would come back, and Srila Prabhupada would come back as well.  Wouldn't we ask Srila Prabhupada, "Prabhupada, did you want Vaisnavis to give Diksa?"  If he would answer, yes, we would then say, "But you didn't say that in your books, therefore, I don't accept."
10/18/20, 06:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja.. I have not had that dream come true..

When i dream of that i will report it definitely here in this group.. Till then for me books are the basis
10/18/20, 06:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: Moreover it Kalakantha Prabhu who stated that the title of second video can she become a guru is questioning  Srila Prabhupada's direct statements... So should we not not be rational and fair in light of SB 4.12.32 statement and ask Kalakantha Pr to withdraw his statement?
10/18/20, 06:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja.. Please answer this question
10/18/20, 06:14 - sridhara srinivasa das: Moreover it Kalakantha Prabhu who stated that the title of second video can she become a guru is questioning  Srila Prabhupada's direct statements... So should we not not be rational and fair in light of SB 4.12.32 statement and ask Kalakantha Pr to withdraw his statement?
10/18/20, 06:14 - +1 (516) 428-0191: I am just trying to get the gears to turn.  Seems to me that ignoring some of Srila Prabhupada's instructions, when they specifically relate to the topic at hand is dangerous.  Doesn't that even seem a little presumptuous?
10/18/20, 06:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: Exactly maharaja...

Why are we ignoring SB 4.12.32 purport
10/18/20, 06:15 - +1 (516) 428-0191: I am not asking anyone to withdraw any statements, just to support them with further development.
10/18/20, 06:16 - sridhara srinivasa das: The weight of purports is highest
10/18/20, 06:16 - +1 (516) 428-0191: I am not ignoring it.  Srila Prabhupada made many general comments about women.  I just understand it in a different way.
10/18/20, 06:18 - +1 (516) 428-0191: Sorry, but I will have to end this conversation soon, because I have some duties to attend to, but I will try to continue at a later time.
10/18/20, 06:22 - +1 (516) 428-0191: In short summary, I understand that Srila Prabhupada, like the Vedas themselves, made many comments on the defects of certain demographical groups.  Women, as a group, is one such group.  Personally, I do not believe that either the Vedas or Srila Prabhupada intended that these Vedic descriptions of defects were intended as meaning: a) All members of the demographic group MUST display all defects or b)These defects cannot be counteracted by Devotional Service.
10/18/20, 06:25 - +1 (516) 428-0191: Let us continue tomorrow.  I appreciate your responses.  I have to give class tomorrow via Zoom in Africa at 4:00 am my time.  I will have to miss Mangala Arotik.
10/18/20, 06:28 - sridhara srinivasa das: My humble obeisances
Please forgive any of my inadvertant offenses..
Your humble servant
10/18/20, 06:52 - +1 (760) 449-0469 left
10/18/20, 06:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja, with all due respects and humility i request you to provide a pramana for the statement that Srila Prabhupada's words (guru and sadhu vakyas) be seen as equal to sastra vakyas (vedas' statements).

Actually if we go over the purport of Cc madhya 20.352 we find Srila Prabhupada stating,

"According to Śrī Caitanya Mahāprabhu, this is the way an incarnation should be accepted. Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura says, sādhu-śāstra-guru-vākya, cittete kariyā aikya. *One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture.* If a *spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person.* The śāstra is the center for all. Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras; therefore they accept rascals as incarnations, and consequently they have made incarnations into a very cheap thing. Intelligent people who follow Śrī Caitanya Mahāprabhu’s instructions and the instructions of the ācārya, the bona fide spiritual master, will not accept a pretender as an incarnation of God. "
10/18/20, 07:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: @13522222886
"She can become a guru" is it not questioning Srila Prabhupada statement from SB 4.12.32 purport which is the direct statement because it contains the word diksa-guru?
10/18/20, 07:16 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Respected Sridhara Srinivasa prabhuji, please accept my obeisances. 

I dare to write here in the trust that I will not be personally attacked for whatever i offer in the discussion. 

You say that shastra is more important than guru vakya. But you are quoting the purport of 4.12.32 and not the verse itself as pramana. The verse only reads -

SB 4.12.32 : 
Dhruva was seated in the transcendental airplane, which was just about to start, when he remembered his poor mother, Sunīti. He thought to himself, "How shall I go alone to the Vaikuṇṭha planet and leave behind my poor mother?"
10/18/20, 07:27 - +1 (352) 222-2886: In this verse the residents of Vrindavan declare that women be Gurus and Acharyas. That is the Bengali word used in the verse. The residents of Vrindavan declare it, Lord Caitanya does not refute it, Krishna das Kaviraj includes it, and Srila Prabhupada accepts it without comment. So please explain why this sloka is less important than the sentence describing life in Satya yoga on which opponents of Vaishnavis giving diksa hang their whole argument. 
https://vedabase.io/en/library/cc/madhya/18/121-122/
10/18/20, 07:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am sorry, i don't get your point. I am saying that we have to follow Srila Prabhupada (guru vakya and as well as sadhu vakya) given in the purport to CC madhya 20.352.

I am not saying follow only sastra and not guru or sadhu vakyas.

As Srila Prabhupada states that that purport that we should accept sadhu vakya or guru vakya if and only if they are in alignment with sastra vakya else they have to be rejected.

So SB 4.12.32 is in alignment with Narada Pancaratra 1.42 (na jatu mantra da nari.....) so we should accept SB 4.12.32 purport as the basis.

Hope this is clear. SB 4.12.32 may be of a different context, but purport to SB 4.12.32 is based on Narada Pancaratra Bharadvaja samhita... So we accept that obeying the order of Srila Prabhupada.

Hope this is clear now for you... Mataji..
10/18/20, 07:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please allow time to answer.. Two or three asking questions will push all of us to knee-jerks.. So please wait..
10/18/20, 07:42 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Please accept my humble obeisances. 

My observation on reading this verse is this. The verse begins with "if they see you just once"... We have the pastime of Nimai and the puppy dog. When Nimai was just 3-4 years, just because of being touched by the lord, the puppy got Krishna Prema. In the Jharkhand forest all the animals sang and danced.

My doubt is - there is a potency in the manifest personal presence of the lord, that cannot be expected in his absence?
10/18/20, 07:43 - sridhara srinivasa das: Let us focus on your previous question first.. Was that sufficiently answered?
10/18/20, 07:44 - sridhara srinivasa das: We will come back to this after i answer Kalakantha Pr..

Can i move on to prabhuji's question if your sb 4.12.32 question is answered to your content
10/18/20, 07:47 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: I will need to read your refutal statement and find the two verses you are referring to first.
10/18/20, 07:51 - Venudhari Kannaiah Arrupukotai joined using this group's invite link
10/18/20, 07:59 - +1 (352) 222-2886: Is Srila Prabhupada’s presence less potent than Lord Chaitanya’s? He personally initiated 1500 Vaishnavis. And not one of them is qualified to give diksa?
10/18/20, 08:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: Prabhu
Short answer to your first question is
That one can become guru if qualified... Krsna tattva vetta... If not at perfect level one has to follow sruti smrti puranadi..
10/18/20, 08:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: That one can become guru if qualified... Krsna tattva vetta... If not at perfect level one has to follow sruti smrti puranadi..
10/18/20, 08:03 - +1 (352) 222-2886: You are adding something to this verse that Srila Prabhupada did not see fit to add.
10/18/20, 08:03 - +1 (352) 222-2886: Further, who is to decide who is perfect? You?
10/18/20, 08:03 - sridhara srinivasa das: Then why Lord Himself followed Isvara Puri and Guru Parampara...

Follow SB statement from his books SB 4.12.32 purport that being a woman Suniti and her likes (women is women in all yugas), unless one is a pratyaksitanathaatmanam (see Lord face to face), she could not become *diksa guru*
10/18/20, 08:04 - Sitaram Prabhu Hyd Co-president: Correct
10/18/20, 08:04 - +1 (352) 222-2886: Who is to decide if someone has seen the Lord face to face? You?
10/18/20, 08:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am not adding anything more... It is tgere in SB 3.33.6 verse purport.. Tell me what part i added i will answe
10/18/20, 08:05 - +1 (352) 222-2886: That the women are not qualified. Krishnadas Kaviraja says they are.
10/18/20, 08:06 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am not saying all women are not qualified..

I am saying those who are not qualified as pratyaksitanathaatmanam... They are not qualified..
10/18/20, 08:09 - sridhara srinivasa das: Sastra gives us guidelines for the laksanas.. We follow Narada Pancaratra which is the sastra for all initiation related questions.

If we don't accept Narada Pancaratra neither of us can even be eligible to practice any of devotional service. And we would only create disturbance to the society. This is the statement of Rupa Goswami
10/18/20, 08:12 - sridhara srinivasa das: With all due respects...
To your question
"Further, who is to decide who is perfect? You?" 


In response: i only put forward with all the humility that you yourself are not perfect, are you?
10/18/20, 08:13 - sridhara srinivasa das: @13522222886

ब्रह्म-यामले च — श्रुति-स्मृति-पुराणादि-पञ्चरात्र-विधिं विना । ऐकान्तिकी हरेर् भक्तिर् उत्पातायैव कल्पते ॥१.२.१०१॥
brahma-yāmale ca — śruti-smṛti-purāṇādi-pañcarātra-vidhiṃ vinā | aikāntikī harer bhaktir utpātāyaiva kalpate ||1.2.101||
English translation
Devotional service of the Lord that ignores the authorized Vedic literatures like the vedas/upanisads  (shruti), dharma shastras (like Manu Samhita =smriti) Puranas (and the like, "adi" = Mahabharata, Valmiki Ramayana, Garga Samhita, etc.) and Narada-pancaratra is simply an unnecessary disturbance in society
10/18/20, 08:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: @13522222886

Bg. 16.23
य: शास्त्रविधिमुत्सृज्य वर्तते कामकारत: ।
न स सिद्धिमवाप्‍नोति न सुखं न परां गतिम् ॥ २३ ॥
yaḥ śāstra-vidhim utsṛjya
vartate kāma-kārataḥ
na sa siddhim avāpnoti
na sukhaṁ na parāṁ gatim
Synonyms
yaḥ — anyone who; śāstra-vidhim — the regulations of the scriptures; utsṛjya — giving up; vartate — remains; kāma-kārataḥ — acting whimsically in lust; na — never; saḥ — he; siddhim — perfection; avāpnoti — achieves; na — never; sukham — happiness; na — never; parām — the supreme; gatim — perfectional stage.

Translation
He who discards scriptural injunctions and acts according to his own whims attains neither perfection, nor happiness, nor the supreme destination.
10/18/20, 08:16 - +1 (352) 222-2886: Please answer the question if you can. Who decides? In the Nectar of Instruction Srila Prabhupada says that an Anuttama adhikari is one who follows the regulative principles and is enthusiastic for preaching Krishna consciousness. Please tell me what is wrong with that definition.
10/18/20, 08:17 - +1 (352) 222-2886: Taking rest now. I’ll check your answer in the morning. Good night and sweet Krishna dreams.
10/18/20, 08:22 - sridhara srinivasa das: I already answered.. Sastra says follow sastra..

If you and i cannot decide wait for the acaryas...

Srila Prabhupada did not introduce FDG nor any other Vaishnava acaryas have introduced. BSSt did not introduce..

If we want to be completely intact with the parampara as given by Srila Prabhupada and SBSST then we follow what they did abd not decide whimsically on our own.

To answer your question exactly... Please refer to vedabase.io/en/library/sb/10/33/31 translation of the verse

ŚB 10.33.31
ईश्वराणां वच: सत्यं तथैवाचरितं क्‍वचित् ।
तेषां यत् स्ववचोयुक्तं बुद्धिमांस्तत् समाचरेत् ॥ ३१ ॥
īśvarāṇāṁ vacaḥ satyaṁ
tathaivācaritaṁ kvacit
teṣāṁ yat sva-vaco-yuktaṁ
buddhimāṁs tat samācaret
Synonyms
īśvarānām — of the Lord’s empowered servants; vacaḥ — the words; satyam — true; tathā eva — also; ācaritam — what they do; kvacit — sometimes; teṣām — of them; yat — which; sva-vacaḥ — with their own words; yuktam — in agreement; buddhi-mān — one who is intelligent; tat — that; samācaret — should perform.

Translation
The statements of the Lord’s empowered servants are always true, and the acts they perform are exemplary when consistent with those statements. Therefore one who is intelligent should carry out their instructions.
10/18/20, 08:24 - sridhara srinivasa das: So acts of acaryas are exemplary only if the words of acaryas match with their actions.

In the case of FDG there is no such pramana so words of acaryas alone are not to be considered as exemplary..
10/18/20, 09:22 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Pranam Sumitra Krishna Prabhu.
------------------------------------
I am not taking much part in the discussion due to my other important preparations for the topic. However, this morning I just had a look at what is going on here. 

Your Group description says:

"Also this group is open to all and take part in the discussions in a spirit of vaishnavism. Please maintain respect and care while communicating your views in this group.
Ofcourse difference of opinion are accepted .Please do not post inappropriate messages and do not target or critisize devotees by name."

However, from the beginning this is being violated like anything and I feel that you have failed to intervene in between. 

Besides this, I again remembered our SABHA email discussions, wherein the type of language being used here was a common affair, that which we do not expect from normal person (what to speak of a devotee). Those who want to get an idea of those discussions can go to:
https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/fdg-discussions-with-sabha-2019.html

This conference is another sample of such a thing. And it is to be noted that the members who are involved acting like this are from SABHA. Thus, in my impression, and that's now for second time and is not going to go away soon, SABHA is not discussable, at the best; immediately they will just bombard with loose languaged attacks like : "Who is to decide if someone has seen the Lord face to face? You?" (Kalakantha Prabhu). 

Thus, I would suggest Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu to not continue discussion with the SABHA as I feel, it is just a waste of his time. This is not the forum to discuss. Again, this is my opinion and subjective conclusion; Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu is free to decide for himself as he is an independent devotee. 

Thankyou and sorry for any offenses,
Your servant,
Damodara Das

An example (one out of many) of why I consider SABHA is not discussable:
-------------------------------
Prabhupada Priya Devi Dasi (PPDD) asked (21:04 IST) " tell me what your conclusion is."
SSD answered from SB 4.12.32, purport. 
Then she immediately questioned why SSD is not quoting sastra and questioned his integrity saying "why are you a part of this discussion?"
But the question was about conclusion so how SSD can supply all details. That had already been supplied. But the trick of SPDD was to just make SSD go round and round. So SSD said that she should first study all details on the blog supplied. 
To this the answer which was not related at all: 
* It seems like most devotees already have their minds made up. (Radha Cornia)
* PPDD echoed: Exactly, It's like preaching to born again Christians.
* PPDD: no matter how much logic you present, you can quote Jesus Himself and still they will tell you that you are going to hell!

Now, SSD is requesting that she first of all goes through the research that is put on the blog for details she demands. All sastric and other quotations are supplied there. But instead of doing that, she becomes enraged and passes such loose comments. 
Same thing happened in the SABHA emails.
10/18/20, 09:23 - +7 917 502-65-28 left
10/18/20, 10:08 - sridhara srinivasa das: I try my best to keep up the decorum of the discussion. So far i have answered keeping my cool. But still i lost my cool a bit when i responded to Kalakantha Prabhu

//With all due respects...
To your question
"Further, who is to decide who is perfect? You?" 
In response: i only put forward with all the humility that you yourself are not perfect, are you?
///

Kalakantha Prabhu is in my guru varga so i beg forgiveness for posing a counter question.

I felt i had to answer the question in a way that we are all not perfect so we just follow acaryas as given SB 10.33.31.

When it comes to discussing such topics in a tool like whatsapp there is very little time to review the answers and post. Had this been in an email we can do it much more satvik way.

So i do feel that devotees must study all the evidence already presented and then raise the points of contention.

Agreed that there are some new points brought up but the temper of discussion should be kept to be sober...

Why don't we just take a break and go over what is presented in the blogsite

https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/widc-2019-ahmedabad.html?m=1

Then we continue in a objective manner. 

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/18/20, 10:15 - Harikrishna Pr2 joined using this group's invite link
10/18/20, 11:00 - +91 96773 16628 joined using this group's invite link
10/18/20, 12:24 - Del Yudhisthir Govinda Pr joined using this group's invite link
10/18/20, 13:05 - sridhara srinivasa das: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=StIRkViV-BU&feature=youtu.be
10/18/20, 13:10 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I found a website mainly meant for debates and discussions where all discussions are categorised.All pro discussion on one side and anti discussion on other side .

Please go through this site
10/18/20, 13:10 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: https://www.kialo.com/tour
10/18/20, 13:11 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Good site for constructive debating
10/18/20, 13:14 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: A debate platform powered by reason

Kialo cuts through the noise typically associated with social and online media, making it easy to engage in focused discussion.

Map discussions, see complex issues clearly

Kialo enables you to visualize discussions as an interactive tree of pro and con arguments. At the top is the thesis, which is supported or weakened by pro and con arguments underneath. Each one of these arguments can branch into subsequent arguments that support or attack them in turn.
10/18/20, 14:22 - +7 925 908-01-08 joined using this group's invite link
10/18/20, 15:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: I think we can continue here for a while.. Provided we make sure that we have a moderated dialog or debate whichever way you want to think of.

Let me start the dialog with the following. We need to understand Srila Prabhupada's statements in a systematic manner. Someone challenged me how do I know who is a perfected soul ("seeing God face-to-face"). Obviously anyone who say "me too" on this is clearly a bogus person.


I think this was @13522222886 Prabhu's question. "Yes, you and me cannot decide who has seen the Lord. By definition, One who has seen the Lord will never say it out, and if he/she says so it's simply bogus. So, what is the way to do it? Go with sastra and Srila Prabhupada's direction."

First and foremost is for us to follow Srila Prabhupda in the manner of how he wanted us to follow him. Did he say this anywhere. Yes he has . In his purport to CC Madhya 20.352. He clearly says that guru-vakya and sadhu-vakya should be understood with sastra-vakya as the center. Guru-vakya and sadhu-vakya that is not centered on sastra vakya should be rejected.

Immediately question arises, sparks fly, fireworks start with, "so you are saying that Srila Prabhupada's words are not absolute or Srila Prabhupada's words are subjected to four defects?" Actually our acharyas and other Vaishnava sampradaya Acaryas such as Yamunacarya and subsequently Vedanta Desika has dealt with answering such similar situation. For example Yamunacarya and Vedanta Desika wrote separate books called Pancaratra Raksha which is a defence against the accusation by mimasakas who did not consider Pancaratra as authentic and that it is against Vedas since pancaratras are considered parallel to Vedas and nothing can be equal or greater than Vedas. They both reconciled that what Pancaratra establishes as Supreme Being is actually present in Vedas and is not contradicting to Vedas. 

Now certainly what i have stated is a quick 2 cent summary. But we have to understand that we as followers of Srila Prabhupada have responsibility to reconcile apparently contradicting statements made by Srila Prabhupada with regards to whether or not a woman can become diksa-guru. In his conversations he said yes they can but not so many and in his purport to SB 4.12.32 he said no they could not. However if we consult Narada-Pancaratra Bharadvaja-Samhita which is translated and explained in our blog below we find perfect reconciliation or harmonisation to Srila Prabhupada's statements.


visit https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/widc-2019-ahmedabad.html and browse at the following:

Book -- "Vaisnava-diksa According to Narada-pancaratra," ENGLISH, 
Download: https://archive.org/details/VDNAP and also 

A Refutation to Kaunteya Prabhu’s “Women Diksa-guru” Book, A Summary
Download: https://drive.google.com/file/d/1JaRnTMFbASY-9a0Vd1biuSlnKWSfDIKY/view?usp=sharing
10/18/20, 15:38 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Didn't Srila prabhupad say whatever you want I have given in my books .
10/18/20, 15:39 - Sitaram Prabhu Hyd Co-president: Yes he mentioned everything is in my books
10/18/20, 15:40 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: So questions maybe asked why we have to consult other sashtras
10/18/20, 15:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: Definitely...Srila Prabhupada books are basis..in which CC Madhya 20.352 purport he directs us to consult the sastras
10/18/20, 15:41 - sridhara srinivasa das: Definitely...Srila Prabhupada books are basis..in which CC Madhya 20.352 purport he directs us to consult the sastras...we have to follow his instructions
10/18/20, 15:41 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Sashtras are too wide and caters to different categories of people accordingly
10/18/20, 15:43 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Even in same gita krishna glorifies karma in one place,then jnana and bhakti also.
So we need an expert acharya who understands these .Srila prabhupad is one of them who gave us the as it is meaning.
10/18/20, 15:44 - +91 94371 79400: Prabhupada s personal letter, conversations, although Prabhupada s words but all those are accordingly time, place and circumstances and to person to person . No one can generalised for all.
But srila Prabhupada s books law book for 10000 years and for all.
This is sure.
No one should cofuse and everyone should follow Prabhupada s instruction as per his book. Then all problem will solve.
10/18/20, 15:44 - Sitaram Prabhu Hyd Co-president: Correct
10/18/20, 15:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: But failing to harmonise Srila Prabhupada's statements in a way that is not mixed with any tinge of mental speculations (cesta pramana as described by Jiva Goswami) and only based on sabda pramana.. will be not following his instructions from CC Madhya 20.352.  we should not do cesta but align with sabda pramana..
10/18/20, 15:45 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Yes I agree.This is what even HH Sivaram swami mentions in his video that we should refer to srila prabhupad books .Letters and conversations are according to time place and circumstances
10/18/20, 15:47 - sridhara srinivasa das: Ofcorse a conditioned soul wants to do cesta so we need acaryas...we follow acaryas as per instructions given SB 10.33.31

ŚB 10.33.31
ईश्वराणां वच: सत्यं तथैवाचरितं क्‍वचित् ।
तेषां यत् स्ववचोयुक्तं बुद्धिमांस्तत् समाचरेत् ॥ ३१ ॥
īśvarāṇāṁ vacaḥ satyaṁ
tathaivācaritaṁ kvacit
teṣāṁ yat sva-vaco-yuktaṁ
buddhimāṁs tat samācaret
Synonyms
īśvarānām — of the Lord’s empowered servants; vacaḥ — the words; satyam — true; tathā eva — also; ācaritam — what they do; kvacit — sometimes; teṣām — of them; yat — which; sva-vacaḥ — with their own words; yuktam — in agreement; buddhi-mān — one who is intelligent; tat — that; samācaret — should perform.

Translation
The statements of the Lord’s empowered servants are always true, and the acts they perform are exemplary when consistent with those statements. Therefore one who is intelligent should carry out their instructions.
[10/18, 08:24] sridhara srinivasa das: So acts of acaryas are exemplary only if the words of acaryas match with their actions.

*In the case of FDG there is no such pramana so words of acaryas alone are not to be considered as exemplary..*
10/18/20, 15:49 - sridhara srinivasa das: Right on target Prabhu
10/18/20, 15:51 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Acharyas come to revolutionise .
Like Ramanujacharya he involved all classes of people irrespective of their varna and class .This was opposed by the brahmins.

Also lord chaitanya when he introduced  harinaam to every one ,many got upset.
10/18/20, 15:53 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: So we with our tiny brains how can we  understand the mood of the acharyas.
10/18/20, 15:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: That is why SB 4.12.32 purport Srila Prabhupada stated that according to sastric injunctions, being a woman Sunithi could not become diksa guru of Dhruva Maharaja.

this statement is directly from Bharadvaja Samhita 1.42
na jatu mantra da nari....

Even though Srila Prabhupada only stated According to sastric injunction and did not quote that sastric injunction reference..it is our responsibility to find that reference so that we can protect SP purports against future attacks just as Yamunacarya adn Vedanta Desikar did.
10/18/20, 15:54 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Also our lienage is sikska and not diksha .
10/18/20, 15:55 - sridhara srinivasa das: So SB 4.12.32 purport is the final word on this topic of FDG. Any comments
10/18/20, 15:55 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Already lots of discussions are taking place on the importance of siksha .Even siksha guru can take one back to godhead.
10/18/20, 15:57 - +91 94371 79400: Or Prabhupada may given someone any personal instruction also that is not valid because that is person to person.
Prabhupada given instruction some one stay brahmachari, someone he said become grihasta. As per adjusting the situation.
10/18/20, 15:59 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Yes correct.Becos she was a mother and woman .
But argument can be placed saying that druva went to practise astanga yoga ,by controlling his air ,fasting etc .
Sunithi just showed him the path as SP rightly mentioned she acted as his varthamana pradashak guru.Narada muni became his diksha guru as he got mantra from him.
10/18/20, 16:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: With this harmonisation of SP statements with sabda pramana we can also find the other statement that Srila Prabhupada said about she can become guru giving the example of Jahnava mata but not so many comment is true as per Narada Pancaratra verse 1.44 pratyaksitatmanathanam naivesham cintayan kuladikam. One who is self-realized and can see God facetoface can become acarya irrespective of kula, gotra, gender etc..

So we have demonstrated that following the instruction of SP from CC Madhya 20.352 we have resolved apparent contradictions through laksana-vrtti..
10/18/20, 16:07 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Hare Krishna. I saw the fifteen minutes video which is presented as the conclusion of two years of research. It was very interesting to see the word directly on women and initiation from Bharadvaja samhita. One question based on this - what exactly is narada pancharatra and what is Bharadvaja samhita?

Secondly, you have given few examples of Nitya siddha women such as Kunti, Draupadi. But these women as well as Suniti were ksatrani. Not wives of brahmanas. Therefore I'm more interested in knowing the roles played by the wives of the Saptarishis such as the greatly elevated Arundhati.
10/18/20, 16:12 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: I came to know recently about Ma Yashoda in the line of Gopala Bhatta Goswami who had exhibited birth in a Srirangam shri vaishnav family which follows orthodox family values. Does anyone have any information on her? She was initiating disciples. What was her special qualification?
10/18/20, 16:32 - sridhara srinivasa das: Narada Pancaratra is the scripture that enables people like me (who became fallen), sudras, women, mlechas, yavanas to get the right to receive diksa into the pure devotional service of Lord Krishna. Bharadvaja was one of the rsis who heard it directly from Narada muni and in earlier times directly from Lord Narayana and his compilations on initiation and panca samskaras is called Bharadvaja samhita. These things are described in the summary to my upcoming book. Please go through that also to understand the history.

The dvija patnis of Vrndavan are a very good example. They only served their husbands and did not become gurus even though the brahmanas later felt so unqualified. But they remained chaste to their husbands as menial servants following the instructions of Lord Krishna .

Ma Yashoda being a guru, show me the evidence then we will talk. Never heard of it. Sriman Murali Bhattar who comes in their lineage says in his interview with us (google it you will find) says there were never any history of female diksa gurus in Sri Vaishnava lineage. All such rumors are floated by those who do "cesta" so be careful
10/18/20, 16:42 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Ma Yashoda is not in the line of the Bhatta family in Srirangam but the disciplic succession of Gopal Bhatta Goswami. 

Comment to para 3 - Let us not deride people before we have the truth.
10/18/20, 16:43 - sridhara srinivasa das: On Para 3.. There has to be apramana quoted first to be accepted then comes deriding it...i am at the fist filter
10/18/20, 16:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: cesta is the sanskrit term for ativities of mind or anumana
10/18/20, 16:48 - sridhara srinivasa das: Since our vedic tradition did not encourage any activity based on mind platform instead of sabda pramanam our ancestors gave a negative connotation to the "cesta pramana"
10/18/20, 16:48 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Comment to para 2 - it's not that every Brahmin woman should have the qualification or the desire to give diksha just because she is connected to a brahmana. Among the daughters of Devahuti and Kardama, only Arundhati showed interest in philosophy and teaching. Vashishta engaged her in taking classes for the Gurukul students. Lord Siva came to her Ashram as a little boy and learnt from her.

It's not that every ISKCON Vaishnavi is interested in becoming guru. But those who _are_ interested - the question is can they be permitted to serve the sankirtan mission in that way. 🙂
10/18/20, 16:55 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: This message was deleted
10/18/20, 16:57 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: I have never spoken in public on this subject earlier because I have seen several personal attacks on certain ISKCON vaishnavis. I am daring to speak in this forum in the faith that this group is only striving to understand sadhu, shastra, guru vakya on the topic of VDG. So I'm staying alert not to get into personal derision and I trust I'll not be a victim because I am participating here on my husband's (Sumithra Krishna Prabhu) desire that I get a clear understanding of the topic by presenting different views. 🙏🏼
10/18/20, 16:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: Well your comment on para 2 is not clear to me. So with whatever understanding i could gather i answered it. diksa is different from siksha and i know that you know that. So point is it should not be our desire to serve the Lord in the way we like but principle of saranagati is that we only have our desire as to please Krishna in whatever stane sthiti.. Atha phumbhir dvija shresta varnasrama vibhaghas svanusthitasya dharmasya samsiddhir hari tosanam. Stri to be svanuthitasya dharmasya means to follow stri dharma which is to be under the protection of father, husband, or son. To be a guru and deliver only those who are not dependent can play that role (https://vedabase.io/en/library/sb/3/23/51/)
10/18/20, 16:59 - sridhara srinivasa das: Mataji.. koti koti pranams. Please forgive me if i go in that direction of personal attacks. Sometimes, being grahasthas there is alway some thing or other getting in the middle of our seva,, so we may try to cut short in typing and only have few words typed. so it may sound a bit blunt.. but such clarifications are good so that i keep that in mind
10/18/20, 17:03 - sridhara srinivasa das: I sincerely suggest you to go through the blog site that i posted earlier..it has so many presentations point by point
10/18/20, 17:08 - Srigiridhari Pr: In Gaudiya line, several paramparas are questionable. Certainly there were many ladies served as goswaminis in our sampradaya, but such caste goswami line was considered as apa-sampradaya by Bhakti Vinod Thakur and especially later by Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati Thakur. So, any attempt to project such goswaminis as authorised is not inline with the teachings of our acharyas. We don't see a single woman acarya in the authorised guru-parampara list provided by Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati Thakur. Safer for us not to take instruction or examples from such apa-sampradayas.

[BTW: Janava mata was an exception]
10/18/20, 17:11 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Hare Krishna. Nice to see scholarly god brothers participating. Hare Krishna and pranam Sri Giridhari prabhu.
10/18/20, 17:12 - Srigiridhari Pr: Certainly qualified women in vedic tradition (like Arundhati) was teaching, and that is the function of siksa-gurus, and no one is against it.
10/18/20, 17:12 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: It's my assumption that the line of Gopal Bhatta Goswami preserves proper culture and philosophy considering that it's started by Gopal Bhatta. Therefore my curiosity to know more about this mother.
10/18/20, 17:13 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Krpi and Gargi are also given as example for women teachers.
10/18/20, 17:14 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Providing ksatriya nitya siddha women as examples doesn't seem appropriate. Examples should be derived from brahmana Kula.
10/18/20, 17:16 - Srigiridhari Pr: Actually, as Srila Prabhupada said, they can also become diksa gurus, but not so many. Those who are perfectly self-realised can function as diksa-gurus. However, what we are discussing here is about institutionalising the female diksa guru -- without any clear definition about the qualification.
10/18/20, 17:17 - sridhara srinivasa das: The main point is the song composed by BSST on guru paramapara is our parampara for ISKCON. We do not have any precedence of FDG. Even then, SP did not appoint one woman TP, one women GBC, one women diksa guru although he said in his letter (1969 to Hansaduta) that by 1975 he wanted all of his disciples to initiate. He did not name one female in the group of 11 ritviks that he appointed. Dharmasya tattvan nihitam guhayam mahajana yena gatah sa pantha. Pantha mean to follow what the acaryas did not what he said.
10/18/20, 17:19 - sridhara srinivasa das: now debatable. where is the sastra pramana for this statement mataji... Does that mean if and when we all agree (hypothetically speaking) to have FDG's will it be only from brahmana kula?
10/18/20, 17:20 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: The Bharadvaja samhita gives a very clear qualification - only those women who have seen Krishna face to face. 

How do we know if someone has seen Krishna face to face? If Krishna is interested to reveal such a person he had unlimited ways of doing it as we see in the case of various saints like Thukaram, Bhadrachala Ramdas, Tirupann Alwar and so on. Srila Prabhupada received a kadamba garland from Krishna as reported by his first disciple Acharya Prabhakar (hope i got the name right)
10/18/20, 17:21 - sridhara srinivasa das: Pratyaksitatmanathanam means one who knows the Lord in truth or pratyaksita. Sees here means seeing through the eye of the sastra and not the "eye of the storm"
10/18/20, 17:21 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Hmmm. I mean those engaged in brahminical occupation. In earlier yuga, it was clearly brahmana by birth. Now it's brahmana by diksha.
10/18/20, 17:21 - Srigiridhari Pr: With all respects to everyone, I humbly like to inform you that all the goswami temples were closed (even) for the dharsan of the deities for Srila Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati Thakur since he was against caste goswamis.
10/18/20, 17:21 - Srigiridhari Pr: Yes. eagerly waiting to see an example of a woman from brahmana kula who functioned as a diksa-guru.
10/18/20, 17:22 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Oh! I understood that as seeing Krishna face to face. This clarification makes too much difference to establishing the qualification.
10/18/20, 17:23 - Srigiridhari Pr: Yes mataji. The current resolution which states "age" as a qualification is asastric.
10/18/20, 17:24 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: That is also necessary but not all in all
10/18/20, 17:24 - sridhara srinivasa das: the eye of sastra says only those who are pratyaksitatmanathanam can become acaryas without any caste creed or gender... so this is catch 22 or the karmis say chicken and egg equation. How do we know what we know? So better we follow the sastra, sadhu, and guru vakya...
10/18/20, 17:25 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: This message was deleted
10/18/20, 17:26 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: You mean then that the BSamhita verse is not valid because we don't understand what exactly it means?
10/18/20, 17:27 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: You mean to say BSST never visited these temples?
10/18/20, 17:28 - sridhara srinivasa das: Those are not my words.....Please understand that pratyaksitatmanathanam cannot be instituionalized.. that is what i mean
10/18/20, 17:29 - sridhara srinivasa das: I take a break ... got some rounds to chant and finish up some writing seva.
10/18/20, 17:33 - Srigiridhari Pr: Not exactly so. It happened when he came with group of devotees on parikrama.
10/18/20, 17:36 - Srigiridhari Pr: A correction in my statement: Except Radha-raman temple, all seven temples were closed for BSST. He was satisfied with just that one dharsan. However, due to the efforts of his disciples, other temples relented and opened their gates.
10/18/20, 17:37 - Srigiridhari Pr: The point is that BSST was very much against the caste goswami line.
10/18/20, 17:38 - +1 (352) 213-0136 left
10/18/20, 23:50 - +1 (778) 240-6372 left
10/19/20, 01:14 - +61 416 179 733 left
10/19/20, 12:25 - +91 94371 79400: https://youtu.be/7FuG3J-iO9s
10/19/20, 12:36 - +7 925 908-01-08: Seeing Krishna face to face includes seeing Him in the Deity form?
10/19/20, 12:40 - +7 925 908-01-08: Or do we want to differentiate between the Deity and the Lord?
10/19/20, 12:41 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: In kaliyug lord appears in holy name and archa murthy( deity)
10/19/20, 12:42 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Lord and his name or non different
10/19/20, 12:42 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I have a question
10/19/20, 12:44 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Who initially started asking for vdg .
Because when srila prabhupad was in this planet ,did any women disciple ask this question - Dear prabhupad can we also become diksha guru
10/19/20, 12:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaj..
The actual word used in this context is pratyaksitatmanathanam.

Pratyaksa atma natha. It generally refers to the consort of the Lord or any devotee who is self-realized to be able to situate himself or herself in Lord's Consciousness.
10/19/20, 12:45 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: There were no women guru during SP time in the west ,but still the preaching went on well and many joined our movement.
10/19/20, 12:46 - +7 925 908-01-08: And then - what is your conclusion? Having relationship with the Deity doesn’t fall into this category?
10/19/20, 12:46 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: How come now question is being asked preaching in west will decline if women are not given the diksha guru status.
10/19/20, 12:51 - +7 925 908-01-08: As Ravindra Svarupa mentioned, ISKCON in the West from being a vibrant spiritual movement already turned into an ethnic religious group. So there’s no question of declining - it already happened many years ago. 90% of our membership is of Hindu origin. Westerners have very little interest
10/19/20, 12:53 - +7 925 908-01-08: The real question is: do we want International or Indian Society for Krishna Consciousnesses? By the way the acronym will remain the same...
10/19/20, 12:55 - +91 94371 79400: This does not mean women have to become guru.
10/19/20, 12:57 - +91 94371 79400: Either international to national doesn't make any different. Key point is ladies should not become dikhya guru but same time they are already sikhya guru.
10/19/20, 13:02 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am sorry. I stepped out for Gayatri break and also to look at the Bharadvaja Samhita commentary given by a Sri Vaishnava. Now the point here in verse 1.44 is, Pratyaksitatmanathanam clearly refers to a person from any of the groups of persons mentioned in verse 1.37 to 1.43, especially those  persons (stri, sudra, antyajha) in verses 1.42, 43, if they are on a platform of either Bhagavattattvanam or self-realized yogis then all such gender, kula, gotra considerations are not considered for becoming acaryas
10/19/20, 13:03 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes it is referring to a proper noun
10/19/20, 13:05 - +7 925 908-01-08: So if someone dedicated entire life in the Lord’s service without fail, and other devotees want this person to become their Diksa Guru - is this not sufficient qualification in itself?
10/19/20, 13:08 - sridhara srinivasa das: Such highly elevated souls will have special relationship with the Deity but anyone who claims or portrayed to be having special relationship etc cannot be categorized as pratyaksitatma nathanam.. No we cannot insittutionalize such attributes...

The point is Pancaratra Agamas give us the rules and regulations for even those who do not have adhikaras or rigths on the basis of Vedas or Vaidika marga. Hence only by implementing Varnasrama Dharma societies we can implement properly Pancaratra Agamas. So we have to be either Vaidika marga (mainly by birth) or Bhagavata/Pancaratra marga through Varnasrama system
10/19/20, 13:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: So the key is to implement Varnasrama system first and then we can practice the Bhagavad Dharma using Varnasrama System. Infact Sri Vaishnavas implement Pancaratra agamas through Varnasrama system.
10/19/20, 13:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: Hence first Daivi Varnasrama dharma should be implemented world-wide which Srila Prabhupada said as 50% of his remaining work
10/19/20, 13:12 - +7 925 908-01-08: Our path is clearly Bhagavata. So it has to be Daiva Varnasrama based on qualifications, rather than Asura Varnasrama, based on the body.
10/19/20, 13:12 - +7 925 908-01-08: And gender qualification is also based on the body
10/19/20, 13:13 - Srinivas Shyam Hosur: No More *Question* r *Confusions* need, on the Society Name.

It's Clear that Our Society Name is International Society for KRSNA Consciousness. 

But We Shouldn't Deviate r Divert from the Main Issue. 

The Issue Discussions is wether the Women Guru ship is Authorised by the Vedic Tradition or Not. 

HARE KRSNA 🙏
10/19/20, 13:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes. Daivi Varnasrama system is also based on using the body and not ignoring the bodily restrictions or dharma ....I suggest maharaja your holiness should refer to purport SB 6.16.43
10/19/20, 13:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: A Portion of the purport [SB 6.16.43]
…
Bhāgavata-dharma and kṛṣṇa-kathā are identical….Āryans, who are advanced in civilization, follow bhāgavata-dharma. …Bhāgavata-dharma means living according to the instructions of the Supreme Personality of Godhead. In Bhagavad-gītā we find that the Supreme Lord has arranged human society in four social divisions, namely brāhmaṇa, kṣatriya, vaiśya and śūdra. Again, the Purāṇas and other Vedic literatures set forth four āśramas, which are the divisions of spiritual life. Therefore bhāgavata-dharma means the varṇāśrama-dharma of the four social and four spiritual divisions.
10/19/20, 13:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please see the last line
*Therefore bhāgavata-dharma means the varṇāśrama-dharma of the four social and four spiritual divisions.*
10/19/20, 13:16 - sridhara srinivasa das: Srila Prabhupada continues...

Purport [SB 6.16.43]
*The Kṛṣṇa consciousness movement, however, strictly follows bhāgavata-dharma, the instructions of Bhagavad-gītā and Śrīmad-Bhāgavatam for the complete welfare of human society. One who misinterprets Bhagavad-gītā, twisting out some meaning for his sense gratification, is a non-Āryan.*
10/19/20, 13:17 - sridhara srinivasa das: Already replied with quote from SB 6.16.43 purport


*Therefore bhāgavata-dharma means the varṇāśrama-dharma of the four social and four spiritual divisions.*
....

*The Kṛṣṇa consciousness movement, however, strictly follows bhāgavata-dharma, the instructions of Bhagavad-gītā and Śrīmad-Bhāgavatam for the complete welfare of human society. One who misinterprets Bhagavad-gītā, twisting out some meaning for his sense gratification, is a non-Āryan.*
10/19/20, 13:20 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja please see the emphasised text
Srila Prabhupada writes that Bhagavata Dharma means Varnasrama dharma based on the four social and four spiritual order. So we have to follow the Daivi Varnasrama  in which men adopt their dharma alloted to their male bodies such as Brahmana, ksatriya, vaisya, and Sudra.
Women adopt stri dharma alloted to their female bodies and follow that through which they are not independent and always protected by father, husband or son.
10/19/20, 13:21 - +7 925 908-01-08: Sure, the Daivi Varnasrama is meant to engage Varnas in the service of the Lord, and Asura Varnasrama is for suppressing others based on the bodily types to deprive them of their rights in their services.
10/19/20, 13:23 - sridhara srinivasa das: Daivi Varnasrama also works within the general frameworks of Varnasrama-dharma that involves distinguishing specific roles and responsibilities based on the body acquired at birth although the soul is that body
10/19/20, 13:26 - +7 925 908-01-08: If we agreed that seeing the Lord face to face includes seeing the Lord in the Deity, then Vaishnavis should also be given the right to serve as Diksa Gurus. “Not so many” doesn’t mean “none and never”.
10/19/20, 13:27 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja... I would like to bring to your attention the following statements of Srila Prabhupada regarding the need to introduce Varnasrama and that it is the stepping stone for one to function in our real constitutional position.


There are two kinds of sva-dharmas, specific duties. As long as one is not liberated, one has to perform the duties of his particular body in accordance with religious principles in order to achieve liberation. When one is liberated, one’s sva-dharma – specific duty – becomes spiritual and is not in the material bodily concept. In the bodily conception of life there are specific duties for the brāhmaṇas and kṣatriyas respectively, and such duties are unavoidable. Sva-dharma is ordained by the Lord, and this will be clarified in the Fourth Chapter. On the bodily plane sva-dharma is called varṇāśrama-dharma, or man’s steppingstone for spiritual understanding. Human civilization begins from the stage of varṇāśrama-dharma, or specific duties in terms of the specific modes of nature of the body obtained. Discharging one’s specific duty in any field of action in accordance with the orders of higher authorities serves to elevate one to a higher status of life. [BG. 2.31 purport]
===========================================
To revive a fully cultured civilization, the scientific division of society into brāhmaṇas, kṣatriyas, vaiśyas and śūdras must be introduced all over the world. Unless some people are trained as brāhmaṇas, there cannot be peace in human society. [CC Ādi 17.42 purport]
10/19/20, 13:30 - +7 925 908-01-08: Kṛṣṇa consciousness is more important than caste. In the system of varṇāśrama-dharma there are various duties for the brāhmaṇas, kṣatriyas, vaiśyas and śūdras. Actually the brāhmaṇa is supposed to be the spiritual master of all other varṇas, or classes, but as far as Kṛṣṇa consciousness is concerned, everyone is capable of becoming a spiritual master because knowledge in Kṛṣṇa consciousness is on the platform of the spirit soul. To spread Kṛṣṇa consciousness, one need only be cognizant of the science of the spirit soul. It does not matter whether one is a brāhmaṇa, kṣatriya, vaiśya, śūdra, sannyāsī, gṛhastha or whatever. If one simply understands this science, he can become a spiritual master.
10/19/20, 13:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja.. Please see my post earlier on this. We must implement Daivi Varnasrama System first... Then only we can even discuss these topics of seeing Lord face to face. It is not that anyone who is initiated for 50 years or 55 years above age or etc.. or even claim to be on Self-realized platform or be claimed by others as self-realized will be useful to identify pratyaksitatmanathanam. Varnasrama is the platform
10/19/20, 13:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja. With all humility i can supply so many quotes from Srila Prabhupada that essentially shows that Varnasrama system is the means by which we can elevate ourselves to that platform. I showed you the quote of 6.16.43... did your holiness go over that purport. What are your holiness thoughts? Srila Prabhupada says


*Therefore bhāgavata-dharma means the varṇāśrama-dharma of the four social and four spiritual divisions.*
....

*The Kṛṣṇa consciousness movement, however, strictly follows bhāgavata-dharma, the instructions of Bhagavad-gītā and Śrīmad-Bhāgavatam for the complete welfare of human society. One who misinterprets Bhagavad-gītā, twisting out some meaning for his sense gratification, is a non-Āryan.*
10/19/20, 13:34 - +7 925 908-01-08: I can supply you with the ocean of quotes from Srila Prabhupada condemning mundane caste system, but what we will achieve by this exchange?
10/19/20, 13:35 - +7 925 908-01-08: Obviously you are trying to dispel my ignorance by instructing me in the right conclusions of the sastra?
10/19/20, 13:36 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja.. I am not supporter of mundane caste system. Varnasrama Dharma is not mundane caste system. If it is implemented by mundane caste conscious persons Varnasrama becomes mundane system. But we as devotees have to follow pancaratra system and that is on varnasrama dharma platform
10/19/20, 13:37 - +7 925 908-01-08: Agree
10/19/20, 13:37 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja... Please show me an example from my statements if i did exhibit any such behaviour.. So forgive if i sounded so..
10/19/20, 13:39 - +7 925 908-01-08: No problems. I’m just not interested in the “nāsāv ṛṣir yasya mataṁ na bhinnam”.
10/19/20, 13:40 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: When Srila prabhupad was ordered by HHBSST to preachvkrishna consciousness in the west. 

 am sure within krishna consciousness includes vedic culture.

CC Adhi 9.41

bhārata-bhūmite haila manuṣya janma yārajanma sārthaka kari’ kara para-upakāra

TRANSLATION

“One who has taken his birth as a human being in the land of India [Bhārata-varṣa] should make his life successful and work for the benefit of all other people.

In the purport Srila Prabhupad writes

"Human life is especially meant for God realization, as stated in the Vedānta-sūtra: athāto brahma jijñāsā. Anyone who takes birth in the land of India (Bhārata-varṣa) has the special privilege of being able to take advantage of the instruction and guidance of the Vedic civilization. He automatically receives the basic principles of spiritual life, for 99.9% of the Indian people, even simple village farmers and others who are neither educated nor sophisticated, believe in the transmigration of the soul, believe in past and future lives, believe in God, and naturally want to worship the Supreme Personality of Godhead or His representative. These ideas are the natural inheritance of a person born in India."

So according to Srila Prabhupad vedic civilisation ,indian civilisation,sanathan dharma are all same .

So it is not proper to say that krishna consciousness is not vedic culture.

So it is in the duty of those born in india according to lord chaitanya to enlighten the world .







Caitanya Mahāprabhu says here, janma sārthaka kari’ kara para-upakāra: if an Indian is educated in the Vedic principles, he is able to perform the most beneficial welfare activity for the entire world.
10/19/20, 13:44 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes Maharaja. we have to speak from eye of the sastra and not from "eye of the storm." there is a book written with that title as "eye of the storm"
10/19/20, 13:47 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Please accept my humble obeisances. All glories to Srila Prabhupada.

Why do we need to cater to a population that is anyway not interested in Krishna consciousness.

I'm also reminded of Srila Prabhupada words that he prefers few moons to several stars.
10/19/20, 13:48 - sridhara srinivasa das: Dear Devotees, 
I am taking my prasadam break... please bear with me for about an hour.
10/19/20, 13:51 - +7 925 908-01-08: My dandavats. 

Somehow everyone was very interested in Srila Prabhupada’s times, and now we need to ask ourselves wherever the loss of interest is their fault or it was actually our “exemplary” behavior which turned them away?
10/19/20, 13:57 - +7 925 908-01-08: As HH BCS remembered, he was the only Indian devotee, when he joined in Mayapur.
10/19/20, 13:59 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: 🙏🏼

I understand only the women who were already in the movement suffered due to oppression. Heartfelt compensation has been done since then to vaishnavis by lifting various restrictions and giving thank suitable respect and care.

It seems to me that the call for VDG is not for the women who were opposed previously but for increasing Preaching by bringing in new comers. 

So how does the question of turning away people by our ill behaviour arise at this point of our history?
10/19/20, 14:00 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: I think it is accepted that Srila Prabhupada was specially empowered and we are empowered to the degree of our purity in devotion which for most preachers is still on foundational sadhana level. 🙏🏼
10/19/20, 14:03 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: So in future whatever new comers demand do we have to bow down.

They may demand please out of 4 reg principles lift 2 ,then we can join in more nos,or just have 8 rounds mala then we can join.

Where is the limit.,Certain things cannot be changed.

Prasadam menu can be changes,preaching styles can be changed ,but not 16 min rounds,4 reg principles,diksha principles .
10/19/20, 14:05 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Srila prabhupad has many times mentioned ,follow what ever I have given ,dont change and introduce any thing new
10/19/20, 14:07 - +7 925 908-01-08: Pride in considering ourselves as the best and special turns intelligent Western people straight away. And it was the main contributor to all the fall downs. As Srila Prabhupada has often said: “Pride comes before the fall”.
10/19/20, 14:11 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Maharaj, could you please explain the context of this statement to the topic? Who is proud of what?
10/19/20, 14:12 - +7 925 908-01-08: Mostly males naturally tend to be proud of their bodies, gross and subtle, thinning that they will be always and forever superior gender.
10/19/20, 14:13 - +7 925 908-01-08: But in Goloka females are superior. That’s the main difference
10/19/20, 14:18 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Krishna consciousness is based on Goloka principles. So females are superior in the same roles that women in Goloka play? I remember Srila Prabhupada appreciating the activities of the gopis in churning butter, cooking etc. He also asked girls to be trained in domestic chores.
10/19/20, 14:20 - +7 925 908-01-08: Spiritually we are all females. Krishna is the only Male personality. Unless we realize it, there’s no question of us becoming Krishna Conscious
10/19/20, 14:21 - +7 925 908-01-08: So the male pride has to be given up
10/19/20, 14:22 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Do we need Vdg for males to give up pride?
10/19/20, 14:23 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Could there be a more sastric way of training men to give up pride?
10/19/20, 14:24 - +7 925 908-01-08: Definitely. Those Vaishnavis who survived though all the abuse steadily serving Krishna are more qualified than the men, who enjoyed so many privileges
10/19/20, 14:25 - +7 925 908-01-08: But because they are genuinely humble, they will not push themselves forward. There are hardly any who is willing to do the service anyway
10/19/20, 14:27 - +7 925 908-01-08: So the oppressors can again celebrate their new victory.
10/19/20, 14:28 - +7 925 908-01-08: Knowledge without devotion only makes one more proud
10/19/20, 14:30 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Maharaj... I see a slight conflict here. First we say vdg is to encourage new comers to join ISKCON. Next we say it's to compensate qualified vaishnavis.

I say it's a conflict because to attract new comers, we don't tell them about initiation process. If comes much later.

To acknowledge the qualified vaishnavis, vdg is not the only way. We could come up with other ideas.
10/19/20, 14:30 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Yes Radha and gopies  are superior ,but still they regard krishna as their superior always.

In vaikuntha  lakshmi devi is massaging lord vishnu's feet ,and goddess sarawati is playijg veena for the pleasure of lord brahma .

Rukmini is fanning lord krishna with camara .

Mother sita accepted voluntarily tapasya along with her dear husband Lord Rama while in forest .

Devahuti accepted the simple life after she married kardama muni even though she was daughter of king manu .

Mother kunti very elevated soul walked with her sons during their exile.

All these women and many more are glorified throughout scriptures even though they were not diksha guru.

They were glorified because they followed the stri  dharma.

This is the way lord has designed his creation .
10/19/20, 14:31 - Sitaram Prabhu Hyd Co-president: Perfect 🙏
10/19/20, 14:34 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Maharaj this is the point about not institutionalising vdg - philosophically sound lectures are not indicative of degree of pure devotion. 

The Bharadvaja samhita verse indicates that women can become guru only when they clearly exhibit pure devotion. Whereas this criteria is not applied for men.

I would request  @917373089272  prabhu to comment on my understanding of the verse.
10/19/20, 14:34 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Change the Public Not the Philosophy

Our process is to show Krishna Consciousness as it is, not as others want to see it. By showing KC in this way, you are making the thing less important. It is not that we should change to accommodate the public, but that we should change the public to accommodate us.

Srila prabhupad
Bombay 28 December
10/19/20, 14:42 - +7 925 908-01-08: This is the point, the scripture doesn’t specifically prohibits women only, but anyone with lower birth, including sudras. If we prohibit women to initiate, what about other ISKCON Diksa Gurus coming from lower births?
10/19/20, 14:45 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: What are the westerners now interested in? Can we ever possibly satisfy the hedonistic? We can note that other big groups like Art of living Ravi Shankar, isha yoga jagadguru, Baba Ramdev, Sai Baba.. All these groups are male dominated... Aren't the Westerners interested in these groups in spite of the male dominance?
10/19/20, 14:46 - +7 925 908-01-08: https://youtu.be/6_IQBmGgzt8
10/19/20, 14:47 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: https://bhaktividyapurnaswami.com/2017/05/30/varṇasrama-interview-with-hh-bhaktividya-purṇa-maharaja/#more-2017
10/19/20, 14:47 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: It doesn't prohibit women but sets a standard of devotion required which cannot be perceived by our senses.
10/19/20, 14:49 - +7 925 908-01-08: Then why do we artificially trying to make special category for women only?
10/19/20, 14:53 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: I don't think we are making the artificial category Maharaj. We are learning about it from our scriptures.
10/19/20, 14:56 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please accept my humble obeisances. Jaya Srila Prabhupada...
Just back from Prasadam and I seemed to have missed out on some fun here...
10/19/20, 14:56 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: In the video he does not talk  about guru but about women occupying posts in his establishments, possibly in the administration.
10/19/20, 14:57 - +7 925 908-01-08: This is the point: the scripture doesn’t make separate prohibition for women only. Then why do we do it?
10/19/20, 14:59 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Maharaj there is a reference for this in Bharadvaja samhita, Narada Pancharatra. @917373089272 please give the link to the 15 minute video here?
10/19/20, 15:00 - +7 925 908-01-08: Please give me the verse, rather than your interpretation of it
10/19/20, 15:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: Men (everyone from brahmanas to antyaja) have to be pure devotees too for occupying the position of an acarya.. There are no different standards .... ones behaviour quality is mutable but gender or linga is immutable>

It is by design of Krishna.. Women are always governed by Stri Dharma.. They do not have a varna per se ... According Srila Prabhupada... see below...

Therefore, according to Vedic system, a boy born in a brāhmaṇa family, he is allowed all the saṁskāras, reformatory, purificatory process, but the girl is not. Why? Now, because a girl has to follow her husband. So if her husband is brāhmaṇa, automatically she becomes brāhmaṇa. There is no need of separate reformation. And by chance she may be married with a person who is not a brāhmaṇa, then what is the use of making her a brāhmaṇa? That is the general method. 
So therefore the..., even born in a brāhmaṇa family, a woman is taken as woman, not as brāhmaṇa.
From Śrīla Prabhupāda's lecture on July 16, 1969, Los Angeles
10/19/20, 15:02 - sridhara srinivasa das: So many videos are there in this site.. Which one you are referring mataji..

https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/fdg-videos.html
10/19/20, 15:06 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: https://drive.google.com/file/d/1qOPT3yErHIkmyUqKv17xnUGYoUbokpN6/view?usp=drivesdk
10/19/20, 15:06 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: <Media omitted>
10/19/20, 15:06 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: <Media omitted>
10/19/20, 15:08 - +7 925 908-01-08: One who desires to establish family life should marry a wife of his own caste, who is beyond reproach and younger in age. If one desires to accept many wives he must marry them after the first marriage, and each wife should be of a successively lower caste. (SB 11.17.39)
10/19/20, 15:08 - +7 925 908-01-08: So from here it’s clear that women also have caste
10/19/20, 15:09 - +7 925 908-01-08: Belong to different castes
10/19/20, 15:09 - sridhara srinivasa das: So Women follow pure devotional service according to Stri dharma be protected by father, husband, or son...
Men (fathers, husbands, or sons) follow Varnasrama Dharma... This is specifically designed by Vyasadeva in this manner....


Thus the great sage Vyāsadeva, who is very kind to the ignorant masses, edited the Vedas so they might be assimilated by less intellectual men. [1.4.24] translation...


Out of compassion, the great sage thought it wise that this would enable men to achieve the ultimate goal of life. Thus he compiled the great historical narration called the Mahābhārata for women, laborers and friends of the twice-born. [SB 1.4.25] translation
10/19/20, 15:10 - +7 925 908-01-08: So your artificial separation of women into a special category has no authority.
10/19/20, 15:12 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja... i humbly disagree. please show pramana that women have their own caste. before marriage they are protected by father and take on father's varna (assuming it is a sa-varna marraige)..

That classification is not mine it is a lecture that  Srila Prabhupada gave.. Please show me exact place where i classified as special category on my own?
10/19/20, 15:12 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please show evidence for this so we all can understand the context...I humbly beg
10/19/20, 15:13 - +7 925 908-01-08: The SB quote doesn’t make it clear?
10/19/20, 15:13 - sridhara srinivasa das: Women are always take on varna of their protector...
10/19/20, 15:13 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please show me the exact word... or word-word synonyms... i do not see...
10/19/20, 15:14 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Maharaj, before marriage, they belong to the caste of the father
10/19/20, 15:14 - sridhara srinivasa das: Women's caste is determined by her protector... yes... they belong to the caste of father.. father is a man (not today's father may be not.. pun intended)
10/19/20, 15:15 - +7 925 908-01-08: ŚB 11.17.39
गृहार्थी सद‍ृशीं भार्यामुद्वहेदजुगुप्सिताम् ।
यवीयसीं तु वयसा यां सवर्णामनुक्रमात् ॥ ३९ ॥
gṛhārthī sadṛśīṁ bhāryām
udvahed ajugupsitām
yavīyasīṁ tu vayasā
yāṁ sa-varṇām anu kramāt
Synonyms
gṛha — household; arthī — one who desires; sadṛśīm — possessing similar characteristics; bhāryām — a wife; udvahet — one should marry; ajugupsitām — beyond reproach; yavīyasīm — younger; tu — indeed; vayasā — by age; yām — another wife; sa-varṇām — the first wife who is of the same caste; anu — after; kramāt — in succession.
10/19/20, 15:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: varna is for men and women are classified as stri outside of varna
10/19/20, 15:16 - sridhara srinivasa das: Varna and linga are different
10/19/20, 15:16 - +7 925 908-01-08: Don't change the subject.
10/19/20, 15:16 - sridhara srinivasa das: Women is not identified independently as any varna.. Only her protector's varna determines her varna
10/19/20, 15:17 - +7 925 908-01-08: Women have Varna according to Bhagavatam.
10/19/20, 15:17 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: This message was deleted
10/19/20, 15:17 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja... i beg you to show me where i am changing subject... What do you think of this lecture by Srila Prabupada


Therefore, according to Vedic system, a boy born in a brāhmaṇa family, he is allowed all the saṁskāras, reformatory, purificatory process, but the girl is not. Why? Now, because a girl has to follow her husband. So if her husband is brāhmaṇa, automatically she becomes brāhmaṇa. There is no need of separate reformation. And by chance she may be married with a person who is not a brāhmaṇa, then what is the use of making her a brāhmaṇa? That is the general method. 
So therefore the..., even born in a brāhmaṇa family, a woman is taken as woman, not as brāhmaṇa.
From Śrīla Prabhupāda's lecture on July 16, 1969, Los Angeles
10/19/20, 15:18 - +7 925 908-01-08: You have no clear understanding of the scriptures and only trying to manipulate it to suit your purposes
10/19/20, 15:19 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja.. I humbly disagree with your judgement...your holiness has not established this point with pramana..

You have to explain this another explanation of Srila Prabhupada>>>>>


And when the Gāyatrī mantra is offered men, they are offered also sacred thread, and girls, they are not offered sacred thread. If their husband is a brāhmaṇa, she automatically becomes brāhmaṇa, because wife is considered to be the half, better half. She is the better portion. So she automatically becomes better brāhmaṇa. [laughter] So better brāhmaṇa does not require any thread. 
There is a Bengali proverb, ya va nauket poiyete darkana naya[?]. The proverb is that in India if one has got sacred thread, he is immediately understood that he must be belonging to the higher caste, brāhmaṇa, kṣatriya, vaiṣya. But if somebody knows that he is brāhmaṇa or kṣatriya, he doesn't require to show the sacred thread. 
Similarly, the wives of brāhmaṇa is already known that he [she] is brāhmaṇi, so she does not require to show the sacred thread. So don't be sorry because you will not be offered the sacred thread. [chuckles] That's all right. 
—Initiations and Gāyatrī of Devotees, Going to London—August 11, 1968, Montreal, 680811IN-MONTREAL  [38:50 Minutes]
10/19/20, 15:19 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: born in a brāhmaṇa family, a woman is taken as woman, not as brāhmaṇa.
From Śrīla Prabhupāda's lecture on July 16, 1969, Los Angeles

Maharaj... Is the manipulation in this quote?
10/19/20, 15:20 - sridhara srinivasa das: This is not Srila Prabhupada's conclusion.. it seems....



begin quote.,,,,,,

And when the Gāyatrī mantra is offered men, they are offered also sacred thread, and girls, they are not offered sacred thread. If their husband is a brāhmaṇa, she automatically becomes brāhmaṇa, because wife is considered to be the half, better half. She is the better portion. So she automatically becomes better brāhmaṇa. [laughter] So better brāhmaṇa does not require any thread. 
There is a Bengali proverb, ya va nauket poiyete darkana naya[?]. The proverb is that in India if one has got sacred thread, he is immediately understood that he must be belonging to the higher caste, brāhmaṇa, kṣatriya, vaiṣya. But if somebody knows that he is brāhmaṇa or kṣatriya, he doesn't require to show the sacred thread. 
Similarly, the wives of brāhmaṇa is already known that he [she] is brāhmaṇi, so she does not require to show the sacred thread. So don't be sorry because you will not be offered the sacred thread. [chuckles] That's all right. 
—Initiations and Gāyatrī of Devotees, Going to London—August 11, 1968, Montreal, 680811IN-MONTREAL  [38:50 Minutes]
10/19/20, 15:21 - +7 925 908-01-08: Yes, because by birth EVEREONE is unqualified. Not just women. But the process of obtaining the qualification is GENERALLY different for genders
10/19/20, 15:22 - sridhara srinivasa das: I beg you to return back to Srila Prabhupada's quote that I supplied on women not having a varna... Please address those points in those lectures.. This is my understanding of Sastra through Srila Prabhupada's teachings..
10/19/20, 15:23 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please address those points from Srila Prabhupada's lectures that i quoted and point me where I am wrong in my understanding of the sastras.. i humbly beg your holiness
10/19/20, 15:25 - +7 925 908-01-08: Your understanding of Srila Prabhupada’s explanations is colored by your motivation to suit your purposes. Where does he said “women have no varna”?
10/19/20, 15:26 - sridhara srinivasa das: Well, please show me how your understanding of Srila Prabhupada's lectures (the two that I supplied) as to how it supports your position...
10/19/20, 15:26 - sridhara srinivasa das: I can supply more...
10/19/20, 15:26 - +7 925 908-01-08: I asked you first
10/19/20, 15:27 - +7 925 908-01-08: Seems that you are trying to put the words in Prabhupada’s mouth
10/19/20, 15:27 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja.. I reserve my answer after hearing from your holiness
10/19/20, 15:27 - sridhara srinivasa das: I think maharaja we are digressing
10/19/20, 15:27 - +7 925 908-01-08: There’s no point of arguing with you, as you already shown yourself to be manipulative
10/19/20, 15:28 - sridhara srinivasa das: Okay Maharaja.. With all humility i accept that as your blessings and would like to take a break for now..
10/19/20, 15:29 - +7 925 908-01-08: Hare Krishna, Prabhu! Enjoy your break...
10/19/20, 15:29 - sridhara srinivasa das: My obeisances to you Maharaja
10/19/20, 15:29 - +7 925 908-01-08: My dandavat pranams
10/19/20, 17:05 - +7 925 908-01-08: This is amazing how Srila Prabhupada’s quote can be used trying to prove completely opposite point to what His Divine Grace was really making:
10/19/20, 17:06 - +7 925 908-01-08: So therefore the..., even born in a brāhmaṇa family, a woman is taken as woman, not as brāhmaṇa. But Kṛṣṇa says, "Never mind. Even if she is woman, even she is śūdra, even she is vaiśya, or any other," I mean to say, "family born in, never mind." Māṁ hi pārtha vyapāśrityā, if anyone is bona-fidely made Kṛṣṇa conscious, te 'pi yānti parāṁ gatim, so his way is open to the path of Vaikuṇṭha, parāṁ gatim. Kiṁ punar brāhmaṇāḥ puṇyā bhaktā rājarṣayas tathā [Bg. 9.33].

[How much greater then are the brāhmaṇas, the righteous, the devotees and saintly kings who in this temporary miserable world engage in loving service unto Me.]

So Kṛṣṇa consciousness is so nice, it opens the door of highest perfectional platform for everyone, provided he follows the rules and regulation. That's all. That is the only condition.
10/19/20, 17:09 - +7 925 908-01-08: Here Srila Prabhupada makes clear cut distinction between mundane and Daivi Varnasrama
10/19/20, 17:11 - +7 925 908-01-08: And trying to present Vaishnavis as any other women is an offense
10/19/20, 17:16 - +7 925 908-01-08: "The stereotyped, crippled idea that only a person born in a brāhmaṇa family can become a brāhmaṇa has killed Vedic civilization, but now we are reviving the correct understanding that the attainment of perfection is meant for everyone. In Bhagavad-gītā (9.32) Lord Kṛṣṇa says:

māṁ hi pārtha vyapāśritya
ye 'pi syuḥ pāpa-yonayaḥ
striyo vaiśyās tathā śūdrās
te 'pi yānti parāṁ gatim
"O son of Pṛthā, those who take shelter in Me - though they be lowborn, women, vaiśyas, or śūdras - can approach the supreme destination."

Thus although women, śūdras, and vaiśyas are ordinarily considered to belong to a lower class, when one becomes a devotee he or she goes beyond such designations. Women, śūdras, and vaiśyas are ordinarily regarded as less intelligent, but if one takes to Kṛṣṇa consciousness one is the most intelligent, as stated in the Caitanya-caritāmṛta (kṛṣṇa yei bhaje sei baḍa catura). And Caitanya Mahāprabhu says:

ei rūpe brahmāṇḍa bhramite kona bhāgyavān jīva
guru-kṛṣṇa-prasāde pāya bhakti-latā-bīja
"Among all the living entities wandering throughout the universe, one who is very fortunate receives, by the mercy of the spiritual master and the mercy of Kṛṣṇa, the seed of devotional service (CC Madhya 19.151)."

The Kṛṣṇa consciousness movement does not consist of wretched, unfortunate men. No. It consists of the most fortunate. One who has taken to Kṛṣṇa consciousness is to be considered the most fortunate because he has found the way to act so that his life will be perfect. One who is Kṛṣṇa conscious and discharging his duties nicely is the most fortunate and the most perfect. This is humbly stated here by Kuntīdevī.

Although Kuntī had the body of a woman, she was a devotee. Therefore she was not like an ordinary unintelligent woman. Rather, she was the most intelligent, for she recognized Kṛṣṇa to be the Supreme Godhead" (Teachings of Queen Kunti,3)
10/19/20, 18:08 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am on the road..

Plan to respond to this message shortly without fail...

Your humble servant

I thought Bhakti Rasayana Sagar Maharaja accepted my request to take a break. So I will be back..

In short there is no need to twist Srila Prabhupada words as i am accused of.

We have guru-sadhu- sastra pramana... Will get back to this shortly..
10/19/20, 18:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: I have answers for sagara maharaja
10/19/20, 18:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am outside on a temple seva
10/19/20, 18:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: I will get back home and respond
10/19/20, 18:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/19/20, 19:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/19/20, 19:37 - sridhara srinivasa das: Respected Sagara Maharaja and Devotees
Please accept my humble obeisances
Jaya Srila Prabhupada

Sorry for the delay in my response. I will respond to the points raised by Sagara Maharaja one by one.

First of all, these topics cannot be just discussed in such forums because we do not get to see face to face and it is hard to explain all aspects in such a short time and short summary.

So Maharaja expressed that I am twisting Srila Prabhupada words to suit my agenda.. But here I will establish that i am not and i am merely quoting Srila Prabhupada words as it is without any ommission.
10/19/20, 19:37 - sridhara srinivasa das: Let me begin to answer.... Request devotees to give me some uninterrupted time as i present the case
10/19/20, 19:41 - sridhara srinivasa das: first let us see the purport from SB  as below:
begin purport
+++++++++++

Here is a difference between male and female that exists even in the higher statuses of life — in fact, even between Lord Śiva and his wife. Lord Śiva could understand Citraketu very nicely, but Pārvatī could not. Thus even in the higher statuses of life there is a difference between the understanding of a male and that of a female. It may be clearly said that the understanding of a woman is always inferior to the understanding of a man. In the Western countries there is now agitation to the effect that man and woman should be considered equal, but from this verse it appears that woman is always less intelligent than man.
- Srila Prabhupada’s purport to SB 6.17.34-35

++++++++++++
end purport

Certainly we cannot brush aside the above purport stating that whenever Śrīla Prabhupāda referred to *woman being less equal to man* it was *only applicable to non-devotee or ordinary woman* and not to ISKCON woman, since here the context is very clear as it is referring to mother Pārvatī. Can ISKCON women claim to be more exalted than mother Pārvatī? 

Thus, we have to follow the directions given by our Founder-Ācārya Śrīla Prabhupāda, understand and align guru-vākyas or sādhu-vākyas with śāstra-vākyas and understand śāstra-vākyas in light of paramparā-ācārya’s commentaries or explanations and accept them as it is. If Srila Prabhupada said women are less intelligent we accept it as it is.

If Srila Prabhupada says women do not have separate varna independent of her protector (in SP example husband) we accept it as it is.

So Maharaja, do you agree with this approach? If yes then I proceed with your next valid point of BG 9.32 verse mam hi partha vyapisritya.......
10/19/20, 19:44 - sridhara srinivasa das: Before proceeding to BG 9.32 verse part , i wanted to add one more quote from Srila Prabhupada...

Let us consider another lecture of Śrīla Prabhupāda on the role of a Kṛṣṇa conscious man and woman:
Woman, they are generally equipped with the qualities of passion and ignorance. And man also may be, but man can be elevated to the platform of goodness. Woman cannot be. Woman cannot be. Therefore if the husband is nice and the woman follows—woman becomes faithful and chaste to the husband—then their both life becomes successful. There are three qualities of nature: sattva, raja, tama. So rajas-tama, generally, that is the quality of woman. And man can become to the platform of goodness. Therefore initiation, brahminical symbolic representation, is given to the man, not to the woman. This is the theory. 
Therefore the combination should be that the husband should be first-class devotee, Kṛṣṇa conscious, and woman should be..., woman should be devoted to the husband, faithful, so that she would help the husband to make progress in Kṛṣṇa consciousness. Then their both life is successful. Otherwise, if the husband simply becomes captivated by the charming beauty of woman and engages himself in the sex life, then his life is lost, and the woman, they are less intelligent, that unless they are guided by proper husband, her life is also lost. 
- lecture on Śrīmad-Bhāgavatam 1.3.17—September 22, 1972, Los Angeles
This also explains why Śrīla Prabhupāda never implemented Women spiritual masters himself and did not even name any women among the eleven rtvik representatives, because it is directly against the śāstras and has never been done by previous ācāryas. Besides this he did not make a single woman Temple President, or GBC or appointed them on any responsible post. This is because that goes directly against the śāstras. Hari-bhakti-vilasa (11.708) says that “one should never appoint a woman on any post.” Tamal Krishna Maharaj recalls that Śrīla Prabhupāda told him that Yamuna devi dasi was very elevated, almost on the level of bhāva, and that “if she weren’t a woman, I would make her a GBC.”   Again Śrīla Prabhupāda, as an ācārya, did not deviate from the śāstras.
10/19/20, 19:50 - sridhara srinivasa das: So far I have not presented anything on my own. These are Srila Prabhupada's own words.... But let us proceed to the second objection raised by Maharaja who cited BG verse 9.32 to say that Srila Prabhupada did see Vaishnavis as different from ordinary women...
10/19/20, 19:51 - sridhara srinivasa das: First of all we should understand that:
10/19/20, 19:58 - sridhara srinivasa das: The purport to Bhagavad-gītā 9.32 is specific to *one becoming a devotee irrespective of kula and linga (gender).* Does this mean that everything stated in sastras and sadhus and gurus about women such as the lecture in which Srila Prabhupada stated that Women is women and not brahmana change or discarded once that women becomes vaishnavi as per BG 9.32? No.
BG 9.32 says and Srila Prabhupada in that purport clarifies one important point which is *if following all rules and regulations." Vaishnavis should follow the rules of stri dharma or not, according to which they are not independent  at any time, and shall be protected. So how can a guru be dependant on someone else?

More important is that in BG 932 there is no context or mention of *anyone irrespective of any discrimination can  become dīkṣā-guru*. But it is only mentioned that Vyapāśritya or one (brahmana....women... antyajha, mlechaa, yavana) who is fully surrendered (dīkṣā-guru or not) can attain parama-gatī of going back home back to Godhead.

If women had varna on their own or not if they are Vyapasritya they can go back home back to Godhead. They can receive spiritual instructions, but appliying that equality to them becoming diksa-gurus comparing with manis mis-application of BG 9.32 verse.
10/19/20, 20:05 - Krishnakirti Pr: "Man can be elevated to the platform of goodness. Woman cannot be."

Here, SP is talking about guna, and he is talking about the ability to be elevated to the platform of goodness.

If women cannot be elevated to goodness, then she cannot become a brahmana.
10/19/20, 20:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Sagara Maharaja quoted:Although Kuntī had the body of a woman, she was a devotee. Therefore she was not like an ordinary unintelligent woman. Rather, she was the most intelligent, for she recognized Kṛṣṇa to be the Supreme Godhead" (Teachings of Queen Kunti,3)
10/19/20, 20:09 - sridhara srinivasa das: Okay..I never disputed this.. Can maharaja shw instancewhere i said anything contradicting to this?
10/19/20, 20:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: Did Kunti become or stake claim to guruship against stri dharma/?
10/19/20, 20:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: excellent correlation
10/19/20, 20:15 - Krishnakirti Pr: There is not a single instance in the shastras of a woman assuming the duties of the three higher castes during a time when there is no emergency.  Women are not eligible to perform those duties. They are supposed to follow stri-dharma. Therefore discussion of pratiloma and anuloma is a narrow subject in which varna with regard to women is concerned with the quality of progeny produced from marriage. Varna for women is limited to that.
10/19/20, 20:49 - +7 925 908-01-08: Thank you, Prabhus, for your discussions. Unfortunately I’m quite short of time right now and would like to introduce here a very scholarly devotee many of you would know - Madana Mohan Prabhu. He can represent our side very nicely.
10/19/20, 20:52 - +7 925 908-01-08: He can clarify why the GBC resolution is 100% valid
10/19/20, 20:53 - Krishnakirti Pr: What was his role in creating it?
10/19/20, 20:55 - +7 925 908-01-08: He was part of the SAC
10/19/20, 20:56 - +7 925 908-01-08: Made a lot of research in the subject
10/19/20, 20:59 - Krishnakirti Pr: For the Tirupati resolution, I assume. It was my understanding that he wasn't on the SAC at the time, though that does not mean he could not collaborate with them.

Nonetheless, for my own clarification, I had heard in Tirupati that you had personally headed up the effort at crafting this resolution. Is that accurate?
10/19/20, 21:02 - +7 925 908-01-08: Do you mean myself?
10/19/20, 21:03 - Krishnakirti Pr: Yes.
10/19/20, 21:03 - +7 925 908-01-08: I was not involved in it directly, although I was there
10/19/20, 21:04 - Krishnakirti Pr: ok
10/19/20, 21:04 - +7 925 908-01-08: That’s why Madan Mohan Prabhu would be more competent in the subject
10/19/20, 21:06 - sridhara srinivasa das: Why are we talking about women varna intelligence when we talk about FDG...?A question may be raised..


we have to implement Varnasrama dharma then only a pratyaksitatmanathanam can be identified.

Varnasrama system based on pancaratra agama (means based on quality and not birth) is the way to implement all such concepts and deal with such discrepency.

If we implement fdg first then Varnasrama is shot and pancaratra agama cannot be implemented then there will be contamination of varna by mundane caste..

So key is to implement Varnasarama society first.

This is where the question comes that men are governed by varnasrama dharma but women are governed by stri dharma... So women do not have or do not belong to a varna on their own but only they take on the varna of their protector.

It is similar to how gotras change for women from birth to marriage... Some analogy... But men gotra will not change..
10/19/20, 21:43 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Was the gbc res on vdg voted with 2/3rd majority or wafer thin majaroty.I am hearing different version on this.
10/19/20, 21:45 - +7 925 908-01-08: From what I remember it was majority, but not 2/3. Some members wanted 2/3, but it is against the GBC rules to apply it in every resolution
10/19/20, 22:01 - Krishnakirti Pr: 54% majority
10/19/20, 22:03 - sridhara srinivasa das: 54% in october 2019 but with 1 gbc changing his vote from for to against fdg it reduced to much lower than 54%
10/19/20, 22:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: We are not supposed to reveal names since it is a secret ballot so please don't ask me for the names
10/19/20, 22:04 - Krishnakirti Pr: There were several abstentions, too.
10/19/20, 22:05 - Krishnakirti Pr: We don't know, anyway.
10/19/20, 22:06 - sridhara srinivasa das: Absentees don't impact the majority as much as some GBC actually changing their stand from pro fdg to against fdg
10/19/20, 22:22 - sridhara srinivasa das: @919382063234 


https://youtu.be/yYZ6PgBzHIw

Maybe this is the video that you wanted me send a link earlier
10/19/20, 23:49 - sridhara srinivasa das: Now, I wonder what kind of authority is this bogus man who lives in my backyard (literally speaking he is 25kms away from west of my house) on Vedic subject, Maharaja?

How can devotees of "your side" as you yourself stated quote all these karmi bogus personalities as authorities in your group's writings (the eye of the storm book)?
10/19/20, 23:52 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp joined using this group's invite link
10/20/20, 00:01 - +7 925 908-01-08: This link was posted only because there was a question on the position of women in the Sadguru’s organization. There’s no question of their “authority”.
10/20/20, 00:08 - +7 925 908-01-08: Madana Mohan Prabhu, who just joined the group is a well known Vaishnava scholar. Many devotees are familiar with him. He is ready to respond to any questions related to the validity of the GBC resolution, but not interested in any futile discussions.
10/20/20, 05:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja, please accept my humble request to explain some reasoning while we wait for MM Pr to join. I am sorry, i simply don't understand why this asadguru organization was referred to by your holiness when none in this group even referred to this asadguru.

In other words why your holiness is demonstrating points with the help of asadgurus when Srila Prabhupada clearly pointed out the role of women is to be a submissive, well protected chaste wife.

Please point me to the person who asked that question about the position of women in asadguru organization? I can't find anyone raising this question.

The point i am making is that whoever it is why are we leaving Srila Prabhupada and SBSST teachings and going out to present a link or view of such asad gurus.

I am not just picking on this or getting on anyone's case here merely for a vitanda etc... But I saw this kind support sought by pro FDG camps citing examples of karmi womans such as Indira Gandhi or Mamta Bannerji etc or writers and indologists from karmi world or secular atheistic camps as supportive evidence for establishing roles of women in other than "just" chaste wife... The book"eye of the storm" used by by Pro-fdg camp argues in this manner to have FDGs in iskcon... By simply pointing out worst case scenarios that too from karmis, the pro-fdgs represented in that book by the authors simply denigrade women's submissive nature recommended by the Vedic culture.

Is this what we find in teachings of Srila Prabhupada.. Does the end of implementation of FDG justify the means used by pro-FDGs of insulting Vedic culture and tradition through such apa-sampradayas and prakrta sahajism?

If you don't get my point please read the following

A Refutation to Kaunteya Prabhu’s “Women Diksa-guru” Book, A Summary
Located at https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/widc-2019-ahmedabad.html?m=1

Or click on the link below

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1JaRnTMFbASY-9a0Vd1biuSlnKWSfDIKY/view?usp=sharing
10/20/20, 06:25 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: @917373089272 . Maharaj may have responded to this post of mine by sending that video of Jaggi.
10/20/20, 06:29 - +91 94371 79400: He is useless person
10/20/20, 06:30 - +91 94371 79400: No one from our sampradaya devotee should listen from that asadguru.
10/20/20, 06:39 - sridhara srinivasa das: I didn't see it mataji... I searched for it..

Nonetheless, I find in that book by Kaunteya Das who is the spokesperson for the pro-fdg camp.. He slaughters Vedic culture and Varnasrama system by bringing in the views of all these authors and writers who are ignorant (as Srila Prabhupada calls them fools and rascals) to establish their point that men are not Vedic so even if women diksa gurus are not allowed in Vedic tradition, since we are all living in nonvedic times let us not stop appointing FDGs..

This is their voucher.. So basically bring down ISKCON from highest transcendental position down to the lowest abominable denominator of egalitarianism.
10/20/20, 06:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes.. Hearing his name should not be tolerated also.... Just so that we are on the cautious side
10/20/20, 06:43 - +91 94371 79400: Right.
10/20/20, 06:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please find below the executive summary from the refutations of Kaunteya Das book...

Executive Summary
In CC 2.25.49, it is stated that one has to accept direct statements and avoid his own opinions, whereas the author(s)’ presentation in their book follows the opposite pattern. 
Śrīla Prabhupāda states that any conflict of instructions in teachings of guru and sadhu must be reconciled with śāstras (CC 2.20.352). Hence, with “Books are the basis” as the principle, the direct statements of SB 4.12.32 purport that woman could not be a Dīkṣā-guru is the final statement. Whereas, the author(s) of the the book in contention unscrupulously discount SB 4.12.32 purport.
Misrepresentation of Vedic culture and Vedic scriptures. The autor(s) state:
“Not a single clear statement from any śāstra prohibiting women from initiating disciples.”
“No rule preventing ladies from becoming dīkṣā-gurus in the pāñcarātrika system.”
“Upavīta thread not integral to chanting Gāyatrī mantras.”
“Sacred thread of brāhmaṇas’ attire introduced only in recent times.”
“Women in Vedic culture wore sacred thread,” (fabricated Parvati Statue with sacred thread); atheism exposed in author’s work to deride Vedic culture.
“Goddess Sarasvatī was Lord Brahma’s first female Dīkṣā-guru.”
Outright misleading and cheating by hiding evidences against FDGs.
This book is a text book example of every possible distortion and chicanery used to achieve a political end.
On page 51 of their book, the  author(s) cheat the readers by explicitly removing a part of Śrīla Prabhupāda’s conversation (highlighted and strike-thru) to support their mis-interpretation on pages 46-47 about Jāhnavā-devī:
Jāhnavā-devī wasn’t presented as an exclusive excellent exception, as a personality beyond the beyond that women can never emulate. No, Jāhnavā-devī was mentioned as an illustration of a principle, as a model that normal women could follow.  – (on p.46-47)

Ātreya Ṛṣi: A woman’s...[ statement?]
Prabhupāda: If a woman. . . . [Ātreya Ṛṣi: Lord Nityānanda?
Prabhupāda: Wife. Jāhnavā-devī.] She was controlling the whole Gauḍīya Vaiṣṇava community.
Ātreya Ṛṣi: Do you have references about that in any of your books, Śrīla Prabhupāda?
Prabhupāda: I don’t think. But there are many ācāryas. Maybe somewhere I might have mentioned. It is not that woman cannot be ācārya.
[Generally, they do not become. In very special case. But Jāhnavā-devī was accepted as, but she did not declare.]  – [Room Conversation, San Diego, 29 June 1972] – p. 51
On page 70 of the book in question, the author(s) use magic ellipses to mask off  Śrīla Prabhupāda’s statements and create their own narrative that ISKCON women need not be protected by father, husband, or son:
So to have good population, the women should be very chaste. . . . But if woman is not protected very strictly, it is very difficult . . . Of course, when woman comes to Kṛṣṇa consciousness, that position is different. We are speaking of ordinary woman . . . So when we study things from material point of view, these things are to be taken care. But when a man or woman becomes Kṛṣṇa conscious, he or she takes care of herself or himself . . . Arjuna is speaking of ordinary woman. – Lecture on Bhagavad-gītā 1.40, London, 28 July 1973
On page 232 the author(s) use ellipses to stitch their own narrative on Sacred Thread & women being brāhmaṇa (hiding anti-feminist part from Śrīla Prabhupāda’s speech) 
Use of ellipses on Śrīla Prabhupāda’s lecture on Śrīmad-Bhāgavatam 1.8.51—May 13, 1973, Los Angeles on pages 71, 154, 253, 269 to create their own narrative that Śrīla Prabhupāda did not care for Woman’s position as stated in Vedic culture and that he wanted different rules for ISKCON’s women
Mis-representing the words of Scholars of Other sampradāyas
Stating that M.A. Lakshmi Thathacharya, Śrī Sampradāya said they had FDG in their parampara. (M.A. LT has already denied this and evidence is provided in the body of text).
Faulty and dangerous Hermeneutics:
Twisting an otherwise clear statement from chapter 8 of NOD to establish that Śrīla Prabhupāda’s Books are not always the final authority, they state, “When taken out of context, certain passages in Śrīla Prabhupāda’s books might generate confusion and even false conclusions.”
They propose, “let us have a Trial allowing FDGs; in case it fails, we can revert back our decision anytime.”
Nominal following of Śrīla Prabhupāda as final pramana — divorcing him from sastra.
Directly confronting Śrīla Prabhupāda’s stance on some matters:
On page 88-90, the author(s) say Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda are absurd
On page 43, the author(s) say Śrīla Prabhupāda’s books are confusing by exploiting “Ganapati worship” in NOD chapter 8.
On pages 46-47, they blaspheme SB 4.12.32 purport by stating, “The same principle also applies to Śrīla Prabhupāda’s teachings. The ancient detail of Sunīti not initiating her son should not be taken out of context and placed on an artificially high pedestal. Exactly as in the case of Gaṇeśa worship, we should carefully analyze how Śrīla Prabhupāda answered explicit enquiries.”
The author(s) water down Śrīla Prabhupāda’s and Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura’s criticism of Caste Goswamis, to legitimize FDGs practiced in apa-sampradāyas and they recommend ṛtvikism.
On page 70 the author(s) state that “women can live alone”: the author(s) pull a magic quote out of their hats, in the form of a Śrīla Prabhupāda’s correspondence to a female disciple, as the real, absolute statement for all women to live alone and show that somehow it vetoes all other thousand places in his books and conversations wherein he had vehemently opposed this idea.
On page 69 misquoting Śrīla Prabhupāda’s lecture on Śrī Īśopaniṣad, Los Angeles, 8 July 1971. “There is no difference between putra and chatra,” has been taken out of its context, has been stitched a śāstra-viruddha narrative that women Dīkṣā-gurus can get protection from the disciples and is same as a mother being protected by her son.
Anti-Varṇāśrama narrative:
In essence, the author(s) in their dozen pages of narrative, starting at page 56, establish that ISKCON should not implement Varṇāśrama but instead should implement women dīkṣā-gurus.
In these pages they conclude that ISKCON should give independence to women in full support of their preaching aptitude not caring for scriptural regulations.
On pages 56 and 57 they conclude through word jugglery that Lord Kṛṣṇa's Vedic culture, Varṇāśrama system is a phantasmagoria and on page 60 that they declare that women can be independent in her old age which is totally against guru-sādhu-śāstras.
On pages 59 and 60, they misquote Śrīla Prabhupāda’s letter to Hamsaduta, 19 October 1974, out of context ,to stitch a narrative that Śrīla Prabhupāda did not think Varṇāśrama system is necessary for ISKCON.
Pro-feminist narrative:
The book dedicates 50 pages, starting at page 243 to paint that traditional Vedic culture is horrendous and that by tying  “fragments” of Śrīla Prabhupāda’s statements from his lectures and conversations they build a successful narrative that Śrīla Prabhupāda was indeed favouring the western egalitarian and feminist agenda.
10/20/20, 06:47 - sridhara srinivasa das: Whatsapp removed all the emotions from the text in an impersonal way... So please attached below the word document
10/20/20, 06:51 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/20/20, 06:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: I request all to go through this executive summary to see how this whole FDG issue within Iskcon has nothing to do with guru, sadhu, sastra.. Especially the book which has been in circulation for 7 years with no refutation whatsoever and many fence sitting devotees got swayed by this book.

Complete refutation is on its way..
10/20/20, 07:03 - sridhara srinivasa das: Thanks mataji for clarification..

Maharaj, so it is clear that your holiness was only responding to a reference of jaggi vasudev.. I understand. Please forgive me for jumped the gun on that topic. As i had said in the flood of messages i tried to look but couldn't find. Thanks to Tarini mataji clarifying it. 

Nonetheless i still would request you to go through the executive summary document and share your comments.
10/20/20, 07:21 - sridhara srinivasa das: Some further excerpts from The book Eye of the storm by Kaunteya Das...
10/20/20, 07:21 - sridhara srinivasa das: "
The Governing Body Commission (GBC) of ISKCON has formally and repeatedly 
recognized the principle that “a mature, qualified, female devotee may accept the 
role of an initiating spiritual master.” (Resolution 425, 2005 and resolution 305, 
2009) Notwithstanding, certain ISKCON devotees have been promoting a rethink 
of that conclusion. The dialogue that ensued has inspired various disciples and 
grand-disciples of Śrīla Prabhupāda to research and reflect upon the subject. This 
group – which included representatives from all orders of life (brahmacārī, 
gṛhastha, vānaprastha and sannyāsī) and also initiating spiritual masters –
concluded that the decision of the GBC is perfectly in line with the teachings of 
His Divine Grace A.C. Bhaktivedanta Swami Prabhupāda, Founder-Ācārya of the 
International Society for Krishna Consciousness. This writing conveys their 
considerations and their conclusions.
 " 
 (from page 24 of Kaunteya book)
10/20/20, 07:25 - sridhara srinivasa das: Clearly, the recently passed resolution in October 2019 at Tirupati indicates that not all 
GBC’s voted for this resolution, and that it was a very slender margin and not a two-thirds or 
four-fifths of majority that it was claimed on page 24. There are records to show that one of 
the GBCs who voted in favor of the FDG or WDG Tirupati resolution later voted against it 
in another resolution. So clearly, the author(s) of the book in contention are on an agenda to brainwash the common 
novice ISKCON devotee into the understanding that the entire gamut of GBC and initiating 
spiritual masters are in agreement and only a few handful of devotees are resisting and 
revolting
10/20/20, 07:27 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please note that this author (s) of this book are claiming that they represent GBC and GBC endorsed the views in this book...

Now how can we say that the GBC resolution of Tirupati is 💯
10/20/20, 07:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: " *This 
writing conveys their considerations and their conclusions.*" (page 24)
 

So this means that book is ghost written for the GBC and that book claims that whatever written in that book are the detailed presentation of GBC views (so called 51% majority)
10/20/20, 07:34 - sridhara srinivasa das: So I am waiting to hear from Madan Mohan Prabhu in light of the executive summary and excerpts presented from this book which is claimed to be a GBC sponsored book when 49% of the GBC disagree with every letter or syllable of this book
10/20/20, 09:16 - +7 925 908-01-08: Madan Mohan Prabhu should join you shortly after finishing his morning Sadhana. Meanwhile here is his book with most of the counter arguments. Even though it doesn’t have the executive summary, but you can use the table of content to check any topic and ask him any questions.
10/20/20, 09:16 - +7 925 908-01-08: https://tinyurl.com/guru-not-the-body
10/20/20, 09:26 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Welcome madan mohan prabhu.🙏🏻
10/20/20, 17:48 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Please accept my humble obeisances. All glories to Srila Prabhupada.

Thank you, Bhakti Rasayana Sagara Maharaja and Sumithra Krishna Prabhu, for inviting me to participate in this discussion. As Maharaja has already mentioned, I would be happy to try and clarify the rationale and philosophical foundation of the GBC resolution (or, rather, several resolutions) on the topic of Vaisnavi diksa-gurus.
10/20/20, 17:51 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: As I took part in discussing and researching some of these resolutions and their underpinnings, in different capacities — as a SAC member and secretary, as a GBC deputy and as a member of the Leadership Discussions conference — I might also be able to dispel some of the sincere misunderstandings as well as artificial and  politicized controversies that, in some minds, surround the resolution.
10/20/20, 17:54 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: What I would *not* be happy or willing to do is engage in yet another "gotcha" quasi-philosophical brawl that such discussions, unfortunately, tend to quickly devolve into.
10/20/20, 17:56 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Therefore I am happy that the stated code of conduct for this discussion is  "...respect and care while communicating your views in this group.... Please do not post inappropriate messages and do not target or criticize devotees by name".

I hope these principles are mandatory to all in this discussion, and no one is exempt.
10/20/20, 18:04 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Now, Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, who I met and talked with on several occasions, wants me to comment on the executive summary of his response to Kaunteya Prabhu's WDG book.

First thing to note is that Kaunteya Prabhu is fully capable to advocate his own research, had you extended the courtesy of inviting him to this chat. 

Secondly, his book is self-evidently clear and, as such, unfortunately for the executive summary of Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, doesn't contain the allegations his summary attempts to read into it. 

Third, the executive summary goes beyond analyzing the book itself, and attacks the character of Kaunteya Prabhu himself — which is not only unacceptable, but, as I understand, goes against the ethics of this conference and, as such, should be censured.

And finally, it surprises me that Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu is "waiting to hear" from my insignificant self on the matter, having already publicly denounced me for my lack of honesty and scruples.
10/20/20, 18:04 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: <Media omitted>
10/20/20, 18:04 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: https://www.akincana.net/2019/11/01/on-defense/
10/20/20, 18:06 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: But if anyone else on this conference has any questions regarding the VDG resolutions that I might be able to answer to give a balanced presentation, I am at your services.
10/20/20, 18:06 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: *service.
10/20/20, 18:06 - sridhara srinivasa das: Does this settle an eye for an eye... If so I am okay and we can move on with actual answering the questions
10/20/20, 18:09 - sridhara srinivasa das: Okay...MMD Prabhu...Please forget the past .... for now.. This is a new forum. Bringing something from a facebook post comment to someone else and not even to your grace now here is not the best introduction that I expect from some high vidvan like your grace... So leaving aside... Please answer my first question.
10/20/20, 18:09 - sridhara srinivasa das: What is the sastra pramana for the FDG resolution?
10/20/20, 18:09 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please quote that sastra pramana since that is the sabda pramana
10/20/20, 18:13 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: //Okay...MMD Prabhu...// Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, your Guru Maharaja gave you this name, and out of my respect for him and you please forgive me for not shortening it to SSD.
10/20/20, 18:14 - sridhara srinivasa das: Great MMD Prabhu.. Because i only see MMD against your number... but you might be seeing my full name against my number
10/20/20, 18:14 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Number two: the comment of yours I cited was posted here: https://www.akincana.net/2019/11/01/on-defense/
10/20/20, 18:14 - sridhara srinivasa das: What is the sastra pramana for the FDG resolution?
10/20/20, 18:14 - sridhara srinivasa das: I have 10 points to raise this is the first one.. So let us get to work.. shall we
10/20/20, 18:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: Leave this aside.. This is from the past.. Now waiting for your answer..
10/20/20, 18:16 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This is not a private facebook page. So if you still maintain that I am a crook who twists sastra to suit feminist agenda — which you have every right to do — please don't waste your time on me. Let me answer others' questions, who at least don't have a preconceived opinion about my stance.
10/20/20, 18:16 - sridhara srinivasa das: 1 of 10 questions:
1. What is the sastra pramana for the FDG resolution?  --- asking a 3rd time
10/20/20, 18:17 - sridhara srinivasa das: Are you refusing to answer me...? You do not want to answer me?
10/20/20, 18:18 - sridhara srinivasa das: 1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history
2.	Śrīla Prabhupāda did not implement it himself, not one Woman Temple President, not one Women GBC, not one Women Sanyāsini, not one WDG. 
3.	Śāstras prohibit FDG (śāstra-vākya) - Nārada-pañcarātra Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.
4.	Vedic tradition (sadhu-vākya) followed by Sri-Vaishnavas and Madhvas do not have WDG/FDG
5.	Women need to be protected not made as independent Gurus. They are more of Grandmothers than Gurudevīs.
6.	Daivi-varṇāśrama does not allow FDG
7.	The need for FDG comes from āsuric ideas of feminist egalitarian ethos.
8.	No direct dīkṣā lineage as given by Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura. Against Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda śikṣa paramparā
9.	Because Śrīla Prabhupāda declared that according to śāstra no WDG in SB 4.12.32 purport
10.	Women cannot get yajnopavīta so they cannot give yajnopavīta, necessary for second initiation.
10/20/20, 18:18 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @919381063234, Sumithra Krishna Prabhu, is this how you want me to participate in this discussion?
10/20/20, 18:19 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Please let me check with the chat administrator as to how he wants me to proceed.
10/20/20, 18:20 - sridhara srinivasa das: Okay folks @919381063234 Prabhu's invitation i have come here to represent the india group.. But our dear Madan Mohana Prabhu refuses to answer questions coming out of my mouth because he just doesn't like me.... If he is going to not answer my question .... Let him answer ....:


1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history
2.	Śrīla Prabhupāda did not implement it himself, not one Woman Temple President, not one Women GBC, not one Women Sanyāsini, not one WDG. 
3.	Śāstras prohibit FDG (śāstra-vākya) - Nārada-pañcarātra Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.
4.	Vedic tradition (sadhu-vākya) followed by Sri-Vaishnavas and Madhvas do not have WDG/FDG
5.	Women need to be protected not made as independent Gurus. They are more of Grandmothers than Gurudevīs.
6.	Daivi-varṇāśrama does not allow FDG
7.	The need for FDG comes from āsuric ideas of feminist egalitarian ethos.
8.	No direct dīkṣā lineage as given by Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura. Against Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda śikṣa paramparā
9.	Because Śrīla Prabhupāda declared that according to śāstra no WDG in SB 4.12.32 purport
10.	Women cannot get yajnopavīta so they cannot give yajnopavīta, necessary for second initiation.
10/20/20, 18:20 - sridhara srinivasa das: This is crazy at the best... but novel way for someone to escape from the battle
10/20/20, 18:22 - sridhara srinivasa das: This is jalpa, chala, vitanda... Thanks for coming out with true colors... I will exit if the group permits...waiting for other's or moderator's input.
10/20/20, 18:26 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am not duplicitous that i use acronyms against my numbers... So I am giving respect to the assembly of devotees and hence I wait for Sumitra Krishna Prabhu's moderation and direction.

Point is answer these 10 questions..

MMD Prabhu first of all answered my question on review for my executive summary but then he found my 10questions for which he has no answers... He unfairly attacks my other quote from facebook. Why he did not refuse to read my executive summary and not even comment on it .. This is politics... not brahmana method
10/20/20, 18:27 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Sridhar prabhu ,humble request.

Let us also hear from others .
There are about 50 devotees who have volunteerily agreed to join this group and I am sure all are having a similar goal that how this sensitive topic of vdg be solved so that both parties are happy.

So let us not use this group to show I am better or ur better.

Sridhar prabhu I really appreciate that you have made lots of studies and homework in this regard  like many others.
But also there are many who have also done some research from their side .

So it will be good that members of both side listen to each other  and raise questions in a vaishnava way .

Words like crazy .mental etc will strictly be not allowed.

This is my request to both the parties .

Your servant
Sumithra krishna das
10/20/20, 18:28 - Harikrishna Pr2: This message was deleted
10/20/20, 18:29 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: //Why he did not refuse to read my executive summary and not even comment on it .. This is politics... not brahmana method// This is exactly what such chats usually degenerate into. Did take long.
10/20/20, 18:31 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you, Sumithra Krishna Prabhu. I hope you can steer this discussion to prevent it from slipping into a "gotcha" brawl. Otherwise I will have to find better use for my time.
10/20/20, 18:31 - sridhara srinivasa das: @919381063234 please be fair... who started this? Let us be fair... Okay MMD has refused to discuss my points... Do you agree with this?
10/20/20, 18:33 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: //MD has refused to discuss my points... Do you agree with this?// Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, for the record, I have not refused to discuss anything yet, but am refusing to  comply with your interrogation style and tone.
10/20/20, 18:34 - +91 94371 79400: Any one can ask any thing but who want explain slowly try to explain point by point without refusing.
10/20/20, 18:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: It is not interrogation.. This is genuine concern... Please present your views on the following brief topics


1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history
2.	Śrīla Prabhupāda did not implement it himself, not one Woman Temple President, not one Women GBC, not one Women Sanyāsini, not one WDG. 
3.	Śāstras prohibit FDG (śāstra-vākya) - Nārada-pañcarātra Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.
4.	Vedic tradition (sadhu-vākya) followed by Sri-Vaishnavas and Madhvas do not have WDG/FDG
5.	Women need to be protected not made as independent Gurus. They are more of Grandmothers than Gurudevīs.
6.	Daivi-varṇāśrama does not allow FDG
7.	The need for FDG comes from āsuric ideas of feminist egalitarian ethos.
8.	No direct dīkṣā lineage as given by Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura. Against Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda śikṣa paramparā
9.	Because Śrīla Prabhupāda declared that according to śāstra no WDG in SB 4.12.32 purport
10.	Women cannot get yajnopavīta so they cannot give yajnopavīta, necessary for second initiation.
10/20/20, 18:37 - sridhara srinivasa das: Point 1 of 10....
I want to know ... can anyone present the sastra pramana for the FDG resolution passed by GBC at Tirupati MGM meet2019
10/20/20, 18:37 - sridhara srinivasa das: Anyone?
10/20/20, 18:39 - sridhara srinivasa das: @919381063234 can you moderate with this discussion please...
Point 1 of 10....
I want to know ... can anyone present the sastra pramana for the FDG resolution passed by GBC at Tirupati MGM meet2019
10/20/20, 18:39 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok madan prabhu u may start answering these .
So that others if they have any queries can ask
10/20/20, 18:44 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I also request members to read these 

https://tinyurl.com/guru-not-the-body

https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/widc-2019-ahmedabad.html?m=1
10/20/20, 18:45 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you. I have a program right now and will answer as time permits.
10/20/20, 18:50 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I have a meeting now . Catch up later
10/20/20, 18:51 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Madan prabhu I have a question .You can read this later and answer
10/20/20, 18:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: Okay... Here is the thing... I was attacked personally and I just stated that such personal attacks are crazy.. It is not my nature to initiate personal attacks. But I can only feel that it is unfortunate that Madan Mohan Prabhu who came from a high recommendation of Bhakti Rasayana Sagar Maharaja as a Pandita refuses to discuss the points that are asked in a very terse and brief manner. These are just the topics to answer... But it looks like Madan Mohan Prabhu would take these points home and do some homework and we hope he returns back with an answer to each of those 10 points.

I will retire for the day.. ... Knowing Madan Mohana Prabhu's scholarly nature, he cannot refuse scholarly debates i would be surprised if he just got so offended with a rookie like me talking in a bit challenging mood but ignore answering the most important points that determine the course of our movement for the next 10000 years....

I am hopeful that Madan Mohan Prabhu will return to answer our questions may be in a book format over next few days... 

I will wait...

I am not being sarcastic... but i genuinely seek answers to those 10 points. Actually i never asked MMD Prabhu to review my executive summary of refutation to Kaunteya Prabhu.. Since MMD presented his book to the observers, I presented my executive summary to the observers... Please review that message i clearly said while we wait for MMPrabhu to join, please go through this....

But as a scholar , Madan Mohan Prabhu could not resist going through my summary and did make some comments. So not that all is lost. Madan Mohan Prabhu is very scholarly person and he will not be affected by some meager emotional comments of mine... 

So i am very optimistic...

Your humble servant
10/20/20, 19:03 - +91 94371 79400: I hope he will answer of all your questions but for that u have to wait .
10/20/20, 19:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes.. As i said i will wait...
10/20/20, 19:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: We waited for him since morning india time so i can wait some more
10/20/20, 21:44 - sridhara srinivasa das: Again I have those 10 points to be answered on that specific FDG resolution, which unfortunately we never got to even start.

Nonetheless, there were even more serious questions on the shoddy scholarship on the part of SAC of which Madan Mohan Prabhu was part of till 2013 at the least. They are at the top level as below:
1. How come there was no minority report of the 2013 paper not published. The internet articles published in devotional press shows that HG Mukunda Datta Prabhu, a senior Prabhupada disciple and highly elevated scholar and one of the SAC members part of FDG research resigned over this issue of severe mismanagement. It is documented with the original email from Mukunda Datta Prabhu. In fact we find Madan Mohana Prabhu being implicated in the mishandling of FDG paper published by SAC. So how come SAC is accused of such controversy and how can GBC base any resolutions on FDG subject based on SAC paper that is rigged with controversy?

http://www.harekrsna.com/sun/editorials/02-14/editorials11393.htm

2. In the book that Madana Mohana Prabhu had written "Guru-Priniciple not the body", which i was asked to go through has the statements accusing the authors of taking credits for rigorous research on Bharadvaja Samhitha. So why is Madana Mohana Prabhu objecting to taking right claims that is due for the authors? Obviously, no one had quoted the Bharadvaja Samhita verses prior to the 2018/2019 GBC meetings. And that brings us to the next questions:

3. How come the SAC papers that researched on FDG could not find the Bharadvaja Samhita verses that are quoted by the authors of VDANP book in any of the papers up until today (2004, 2005, 2009, 2013....)? What kind of research it is that it failed to examine Bharadvaja Samhita which is an important Pancaratra scripture? or if the SAC did research it and found it not suitable how come there is no documentation of such a research effort in the published paper not even a bibliographic reference could be found. 
4. Instead the SAC papers claim that there is no valid sastric injunctions in pancaratra text (which is also quoted in Kaunteya Prabhu's book) that prevents women from becoming diksa guru, which has now been proven false. Neither the  SAC re-examined it's paper to update the research work in light of the findings of Bharadvaja Samhitha.

5. Moreover, Madan Mohan Prabhu is a clear advocate of Female Diksa Guru. How can he be a GBC deputy to research on the topic of FDG and be accepted as some one clear of conflict of interest? So is SAC chairman Her Grace Urmila Mataji who herself was part of SAC FDG research paper when she was an aspiring diksa guru candidate at that time.

So there are so many factors and unanswered controversies surrounding the 2019 MGM GBC resolutions on FDG. These were the questions that I was hoping to get answers for the benefit of the esteemed audience of this group.

I beg for forgiveness from the audience if in anyways i was seen or perceived to have derailed the planned conversations with Madan Mohana Prabhu. It was not my intention since clearly over the last three days I have demonstrated my credibility to maintain proper etiquette of Vaishnava way of discussing topics based on guru sadhu sastra. I would have loved to see my points being challenged rather than a personal attack and i tried my best to not react, but as individuals we learn from experience, and i had not experienced anyone attacking person instead of issue and refuse discussions, so i reacted in a minor fashion. I tried and still trying my best to restore the discussion train back on its rail. I hope Madana Mohana Prabhu would re-consider his decision and respond to the above questions on the SAC related issues and the philosophical related questions as stated below:

1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history
2.	Śrīla Prabhupāda did not implement it himself, not one Woman Temple President, not one Women GBC, not one Women Sanyāsini, not one WDG. 
3.	Śāstras prohibit FDG (śāstra-vākya) - Nārada-pañcarātra Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.
4.	Vedic tradition (sadhu-vākya) followed by Sri-Vaishnavas and Madhvas do not have WDG/FDG
5.	Women need to be protected not made as independent Gurus. They are more of Grandmothers than Gurudevīs.
6.	Daivi-varṇāśrama does not allow FDG
7.	The need for FDG comes from āsuric ideas of feminist egalitarian ethos.
8.	No direct dīkṣā lineage as given by Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura. Against Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda śikṣa paramparā
9.	Because Śrīla Prabhupāda declared that according to śāstra no WDG in SB 4.12.32 purport
10.	Women cannot get yajnopavīta so they cannot give yajnopavīta, necessary for second initiation.

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/20/20, 21:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: BTW, SAC controversy is not my brain child.... Please check the following link... HH Sivarama Swami Maharaja has exactly the same questions that I have raised here....


http://vdg.iskconinfo.com/downloads/articles/sac_response_sivaramswami.pdf
10/20/20, 21:58 - +7 925 908-01-08: It seems that the two most important qualifications for a cultured Vaishnava dialogue are *patience and respect.* And those who are lacking in these two should be restrained.
10/20/20, 22:04 - +1 (352) 222-2886 left
10/20/20, 22:07 - +7 925 908-01-08: Otherwise already two of Srila Prabhupada’s disciples from the SABHA already left this chat
10/21/20, 01:41 - +44 7429 416657 left
10/21/20, 06:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja, I see your point. I can see your holiness did try to facilitate by bringing a scholar. 

Nonetheless Maharaja following your holiness recommendation to hear from a scholar of your side and we all eagerly, respectfully, and patiently waited for the scholar.

But the scholar without any offense on this side started testing patience through personal attacks and refusing to answer questions ... that happened ... 

Anyways, ignoring that, when the questions are put in simple straight forward terms, first the answer is refusing to answer by giving childish responses as i won't answer you because i/you don't like you/me kind... When pointed out that it is not a valid reason to refuse the scholar cited that he did not refuse but it is interrogation style as a reason for not answering.

When the question is asked in a bit more detail with context the answer is let us not get into details and i am not here for that...

In the middle some emotional and personal attacks and then some leave the conference citing such emotional attacks.


Why is this hesitation on the part of the scholarly devotees from the side of pro-FDGs to ignore questions? 

When will we get answers to questions?

We are all dedicated servants of Srila Prabhupada mission and we need answers to these questions as they are the answers for the future course of ISKCON maharaja.

So Maharaja I once again submit the following questions to your holiness in a very humble mood...

1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history
2.	Śrīla Prabhupāda did not implement it himself, not one Woman Temple President, not one Women GBC, not one Women Sanyāsini, not one WDG. 
3.	Śāstras prohibit FDG (śāstra-vākya) - Nārada-pañcarātra Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.
4.	Vedic tradition (sadhu-vākya) followed by Sri-Vaishnavas and Madhvas do not have WDG/FDG
5.	Women need to be protected not made as independent Gurus. They are more of Grandmothers than Gurudevīs.
6.	Daivi-varṇāśrama does not allow FDG
7.	The need for FDG comes from āsuric ideas of feminist egalitarian ethos.
8.	No direct dīkṣā lineage as given by Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura. Against Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda śikṣa paramparā
9.	Because Śrīla Prabhupāda declared that according to śāstra no WDG in SB 4.12.32 purport
10.	Women cannot get yajnopavīta so they cannot give yajnopavīta, necessary for second initiation.

Please help us Maharaja to find answers for these questions...
Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/21/20, 06:52 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This is from one of srila prabhupad disciple when he was asked about VDG
10/21/20, 06:52 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Foreign male gurus are only in ISKCON (and a few derivatives) since 1977. 

So the female gurus in Gaudiya sampradaya historically have about 5 centuries more history than Foreign males.

 Foreign gurus is the rarest thing, not female gurus. That is unheard of in sastra.
10/21/20, 06:54 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/21/20, 07:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: Well @919381063234 please see that that point is way down the list..

Please try to get answer for the first question because it is hierarchical it is important to get answers in that priority.

1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history
2.	Śrīla Prabhupāda did not implement it himself, not one Woman Temple President, not one Women GBC, not one Women Sanyāsini, not one WDG. 
3.	Śāstras prohibit FDG (śāstra-vākya) - Nārada-pañcarātra Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.
4.	Vedic tradition (sadhu-vākya) followed by Sri-Vaishnavas and Madhvas do not have WDG/FDG
5.	Women need to be protected not made as independent Gurus. They are more of Grandmothers than Gurudevīs.
6.	Daivi-varṇāśrama does not allow FDG
7.	The need for FDG comes from āsuric ideas of feminist egalitarian ethos.
8.	No direct dīkṣā lineage as given by Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura. Against Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda śikṣa paramparā
9.	Because Śrīla Prabhupāda declared that according to śāstra no WDG in SB 4.12.32 purport
10.	Women cannot get yajnopavīta so they cannot give yajnopavīta, necessary for second initiation.

We can discuss about priority for all other points but not for the first three,

Sastra vakya guru vakya and sadhu vakya... This is stated by Narottma dasa thakura as cited in CC Madhya 20.352 purport..

1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history
2.	Śrīla Prabhupāda did not implement it himself, not one Woman Temple President, not one Women GBC, not one Women Sanyāsini, not one WDG. 
3.	Śāstras prohibit FDG (śāstra-vākya) - Nārada-pañcarātra Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.
4.	Vedic tradition (sadhu-vākya) followed by Sri-Vaishnavas and Madhvas do not have WDG/FDG
5.	Women need to be protected not made as independent Gurus. They are more of Grandmothers than Gurudevīs.
6.	Daivi-varṇāśrama does not allow FDG
7.	The need for FDG comes from āsuric ideas of feminist egalitarian ethos.
8.	No direct dīkṣā lineage as given by Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura. Against Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda śikṣa paramparā
9.	Because Śrīla Prabhupāda declared that according to śāstra no WDG in SB 4.12.32 purport
10.	Women cannot get yajnopavīta so they cannot give yajnopavīta, necessary for second initiation.
10/21/20, 07:11 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, it will be more helpful for our discussion not to ascribe imaginary motives to others, such as "refused",  "took offense", "ignored" etc. — and not to spam the chat with the same posts in the meantime. I, for one, have seen your 10 points and, as requested by the moderator of the chat, will address them as my time in-between my other commitments permits. Thank you for your patience.
10/21/20, 07:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: Madana Mohana Prabhu
Namonamah...

Thanks for being merciful and reconsidering my questions and promising to come up with an answer.
Sorry, I didn't get that feeling before as I thought your grace was furious with me and may never answer my questions.

So now it is encouraging to see movement at least as what this dull head of mine perceive.. So i will wait. Thanks for your patience.

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/21/20, 07:22 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Madana Mohana Prabhu, please also add the following questions once you get the 10 answered..

Sorry if i add to your work loas but these are important...


Again I have those 10 points to be answered on that specific FDG resolution, which unfortunately we never got to even start.

Nonetheless, there were even more serious questions on the shoddy scholarship on the part of SAC of which Madan Mohan Prabhu was part of till 2013 at the least. They are at the top level as below:
1. How come there was no minority report of the 2013 paper not published. The internet articles published in devotional press shows that HG Mukunda Datta Prabhu, a senior Prabhupada disciple and highly elevated scholar and one of the SAC members part of FDG research resigned over this issue of severe mismanagement. It is documented with the original email from Mukunda Datta Prabhu. In fact we find Madan Mohana Prabhu being implicated in the mishandling of FDG paper published by SAC. So how come SAC is accused of such controversy and how can GBC base any resolutions on FDG subject based on SAC paper that is rigged with controversy?

http://www.harekrsna.com/sun/editorials/02-14/editorials11393.htm

2. In the book that Madana Mohana Prabhu had written "Guru-Priniciple not the body", which i was asked to go through has the statements accusing the authors of taking credits for rigorous research on Bharadvaja Samhitha. So why is Madana Mohana Prabhu objecting to taking right claims that is due for the authors? Obviously, no one had quoted the Bharadvaja Samhita verses prior to the 2018/2019 GBC meetings. And that brings us to the next questions:

3. How come the SAC papers that researched on FDG could not find the Bharadvaja Samhita verses that are quoted by the authors of VDANP book in any of the papers up until today (2004, 2005, 2009, 2013....)? What kind of research it is that it failed to examine Bharadvaja Samhita which is an important Pancaratra scripture? or if the SAC did research it and found it not suitable how come there is no documentation of such a research effort in the published paper not even a bibliographic reference could be found. 
4. Instead the SAC papers claim that there is no valid sastric injunctions in pancaratra text (which is also quoted in Kaunteya Prabhu's book) that prevents women from becoming diksa guru, which has now been proven false. Neither the  SAC re-examined it's paper to update the research work in light of the findings of Bharadvaja Samhitha.

5. Moreover, Madan Mohan Prabhu is a clear advocate of Female Diksa Guru. How can he be a GBC deputy to research on the topic of FDG and be accepted as some one clear of conflict of interest? So is SAC chairman Her Grace Urmila Mataji who herself was part of SAC FDG research paper when she was an aspiring diksa guru candidate at that time.

So there are so many factors and unanswered controversies surrounding the 2019 MGM GBC resolutions on FDG. These were the questions that I was hoping to get answers for the benefit of the esteemed audience of this group.

I beg for forgiveness from the audience if in anyways i was seen or perceived to have derailed the planned conversations with Madan Mohana Prabhu. It was not my intention since clearly over the last three days I have demonstrated my credibility to maintain proper etiquette of Vaishnava way of discussing topics based on guru sadhu sastra. I would have loved to see my points being challenged rather than a personal attack and i tried my best to not react, but as individuals we learn from experience, and i had not experienced anyone attacking person instead of issue and refuse discussions, so i reacted in a minor fashion. I tried and still trying my best to restore the discussion train back on its rail. I hope Madana Mohana Prabhu would re-consider his decision and respond to the above questions on the SAC related issues and the philosophical related questions as stated below:

1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history
2.	Śrīla Prabhupāda did not implement it himself, not one Woman Temple President, not one Women GBC, not one Women Sanyāsini, not one WDG. 
3.	Śāstras prohibit FDG (śāstra-vākya) - Nārada-pañcarātra Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.
4.	Vedic tradition (sadhu-vākya) followed by Sri-Vaishnavas and Madhvas do not have WDG/FDG
5.	Women need to be protected not made as independent Gurus. They are more of Grandmothers than Gurudevīs.
6.	Daivi-varṇāśrama does not allow FDG
7.	The need for FDG comes from āsuric ideas of feminist egalitarian ethos.
8.	No direct dīkṣā lineage as given by Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura. Against Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda śikṣa paramparā
9.	Because Śrīla Prabhupāda declared that according to śāstra no WDG in SB 4.12.32 purport
10.	Women cannot get yajnopavīta so they cannot give yajnopavīta, necessary for second initiation.

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/21/20, 07:24 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Regarding your point 4 

When I was asked to consult other sampradayas regarding this issue.

I myself being a srivaishnava ,i personally know how much I was critised for joining iskcon by my relatives who many are orthodox following strict srivaishnava principles.

I found that very offensive.

They were mentioning yes it is true we dont have vdg .But they said your iskcon is a unique movement and your acharya has given brahmin initiation to females and westerners and many other things which we wont be able to accept .

So please dont ask us for opinion and try to solve amongst yourselves.

Even when mahaprabhu visited udipi ksetra madhwas tattvavadis couldnt accept lord chaitanya as lord krishna ,they only saw him as a sanyasi.

So I dont see why we have to ask opinion from other sampradayas who internally dont have any respect to srila prabhupad and our movement ..

Externally when they visit our festivals ,temples they glorify iskcon ,but when they speak amongst themselves they speak differently .

Most dont have any respect for iskcon .
Once during a rath yatra ,we had invited one of the jeers .He refused to sit near our iskcon guru because he was a foreigner.

We had to arrange a seperate place for him on the stage .

So let us solve our problems our selves .

We have by lords mercy wonderful devotees who have been blessed and I am sure lord will surely help us to undetstand each other and carry on forward the desires of our founder acharya and previous acharyas.
10/21/20, 07:25 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhuji please note i copy paste some messages that were sent earlier.. So the tone at that time was a bit emotional.. But it now may mix with much calmer tone..

Please kindly keep that in background context and grant me the benefit of doubt..

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/21/20, 07:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: Its okay...
Madana Mohana Prabhu and GBC very well know that the other sampradayas wrote letters of objection and are waiting for a GBC response. This was coomunicated to HH Bhakti Caru Swami Maharaja in Tirupati mgm meeting and he said he was concerned about their letters of protest.

Maybe your case and my case of coming to iskcon from sri Vaishnava background and many others may be different...

Perhaps if they know that iskcon passed FDG and implemented it too, they will be heavy on us cursing us for going to a place where there is siddhim na avapnoti... So it is important to raise that point so we can prove to our relatives that by answering suitably to them to prove ISKCON is not apasiddhanta or asatriya as they are afraid of..

So that point should remain as it is..
10/21/20, 07:39 - sridhara srinivasa das: @919381063234 Prabhuji Madana Mohana Prabhu has accepted that question as part of all other questions. So let us take this point outside of this group privately. Otherwise it clogs up the chat space some feel that we are spamming the space.

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/21/20, 08:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: @mmd Madana Mohana Prabhu.. With your permission i would want to add one more point.

11. Please let you know your opinion or the opinion of the group you represent on the following video release of HH Sivarama Swami Maharaja a recent retired GBC on FDG issue which stresses Srila Prabhupada books are the basis point.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3Jj4-8or_tA&feature=youtu.be
10/21/20, 09:46 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok
10/21/20, 10:13 - +7 925 908-01-08: Sridhar Srinivasa Prabhu, looking at your points it’s clear that they are not questions, but conclusions based on  false assumptions, quite thoroughly refuted in Madana Mohan Prabhu’s work already. But I’m not sure if your attitude will allow you to understand what is written there in unbiased fashion?
10/21/20, 10:21 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok let us take one by one points 
And give both views on this .
So that others in the group will be able to get some idea
10/21/20, 10:23 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Maharaj since you have mentioned false assumptions ,devotees would like to know what are these false assumptions .
Then srinivas prabhu can explain why these are false
10/21/20, 10:26 - Sitaram Prabhu Hyd Co-president: this video is presented so nicely, so much humility and logic. All glories to Shivaram Swami
10/21/20, 10:27 - +7 925 908-01-08: Starting with the 1st one that VDG is not sanctioned by the scripture. Bharadhvaja Samhita for gave sanction  already for those who “see the Lord face to face”, and the meaning of this qualification has to be examined.
10/21/20, 10:28 - +7 925 908-01-08: *...for example...
10/21/20, 10:30 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Since many of us are not scholars ,better these points are classified 


1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history

For the above we need 

Answers by 

1. Pro vdg

We can one by one go over all the ten points raised.

And also madan prabhu has any points from his side also can mention later ,once we finish this 10 points raised by srinivas prabhu .




2 .anti vdg
10/21/20, 10:31 - Sitaram Prabhu Hyd Co-president: Respected Maharaj Dandavat Pranam AGTSP , if time permits please share your views of Shivaram Maharajs Video.
10/21/20, 10:32 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: 1.	*No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history*

Pro vdg answer

Starting with the 1st one that VDG is not sanctioned by the scripture. Bharadhvaja Samhita for gave sanction  already for those who “see the Lord face to face”, and the meaning of this qualification has to be examined.
10/21/20, 10:34 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: So let us discuss on the above first before we go to 2 point
10/21/20, 10:37 - +7 925 908-01-08: My dandavats, dear Prabhu. For now I can only say that the points were not new at all, and he just repeated them.
10/21/20, 10:38 - Sitaram Prabhu Hyd Co-president: 🙏🏼
10/21/20, 10:39 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Madan mohan prabhu ,is there any quote from scriptures mentioning women can become diksha guru .

And sridhar prabhu please from your side can you please supply any information on maharaj mentioning
" Bharadwaj samhita gave sanction already for those who see -    lord face to face
10/21/20, 10:55 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes. If they agree that Bhardvaja Samhita is the sastric evidence for the subject of initiation,.. If it is forgone conclusion do the pro side agree it is..?

But Madana Mohana Prabhu disagrees in his book on the rationale section. He says that it is not... I need a confirmation that they agree Bharadvaja Samhita is the scripture to get guidance from. But the GBC resolution on fdg consulted Bhardvaja samhita or not?

This is my follow-up question did GBC consult Bhardvaja Samhita and did they have a report on the findings and recommendations from scholars on Bharadvaja Samhitha. Where can i find that report. It is not there in GBC resolution, it is not there in SAC papers, what other document contains that explanation.

Until this followup question is answered, i would wait at question 1 to be pending...

What does Madana Mohana Prabhu (from here on MMP, just like he in his book shortened Bhardvaja Samhita as BS).

Let us wait for MMP on q1.
10/21/20, 11:12 - Murari Prabhu joined using this group's invite link
10/21/20, 12:33 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Sumithra Krishna Prabhu, I apologize for not being able to answer promptly due to preaching commitments. Thank you for your suggestion to deal with points one by one. Will try my best to answer today. There is a lot to write on the subject.
10/21/20, 12:39 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @919381063234 Also, in answering these points am I allowed to include links to pertinent sections of my detailed response, lest I should clutter the chat with lengthy quotes?
10/21/20, 12:43 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This message was deleted
10/21/20, 12:46 - sridhara srinivasa das: @919381063234 Prabhu please confirm with Madana Mohana Prabhu, the following points:
1. It did not appear to us that the pro-FDG found supportive evidence from Bharadvaja Samhita 1.44 until the time we came up and reported. 
2. Or did they research it and found not authoritative or Srila Prabhupada did not give much importance (on page 14 or 15 rationale section of his book MMP says that Bharadvaja Samhita was only a passing reference that Srila Prabhpada made in just one purport to Srimad Bhagavatam).?
3. Or They found Bharadvaja Samhitha verse 1.42 and 1.44 to be contradicting so they chose to ignore the whole scripture for the reasons mentioned in point number 2.
4. I add these sub-questions because Sagara Maharaja answered on behalf of MMP regarding point number 1 and the 11 points that we have raised.

Madana Mohana Prabhu, Jaya... your determination beats mine. Please bear with me as I use acronym MMP but i guarantee you that in my mind whenever i type MMP i am pronouncing your full diksa name...
10/21/20, 12:46 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: //What does Madana Mohana Prabhu (from here on MMP, just like he in his book shortened Bhardvaja Samhita as BS).// @sridhara srinivasa das Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, the abbreviation "BS" in my document was inherited from Krsna-kirti and Damodara Prabhus' book. It is their choice, not mine, and I respected it.  As for MMD/P/whatever, you can call me as you like, as long as you can tolerate me addressing you and others in this discussion on diksa by proper diksa names and not by acronyms.
10/21/20, 13:01 - Murari Prabhu: Please accept my humble obeisances. All glories to Srila Prabhupada. 

Actually. The abbreviation MMD appears alongside your phone number id in WhatsApp. Just pointing it out. I personally put my full name.
10/21/20, 13:04 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: In the meantime, before I answer point 1, I would like to post here my detailed position on the topic, so it is easier for participants to critique what I actually maintain rather than their assumptions. Thank you for reading it to the end before commenting on its separate points. 


1. Every human being can become a devotee of Kṛṣṇa, regardless of race, cultural background, varṇa, āśrama, or gender.

2. Everyone can achieve complete perfection, pure love of Kṛṣṇa, on the path of devotional service.

3. In order to achieve complete perfection on the path of devotional service, one must seek spiritual guidance of another devotee or devotees.

4. Acceptance of spiritual guidance must be voluntary.

5. Acceptance of spiritual guidance must also be based on spiritual qualifications of prospective spiritual guides.

6. Aspiring devotees need to be well aware of the spiritual qualifications to look for in prospective spiritual guides prior to accepting their guidance. 

7. These spiritual qualifications, as well as the Gauḍīya Vaiṣṇava siddhānta needed to achieve complete perfection, are fully described in Śrīla Prabhupāda’s teachings.

8. These spiritual qualifications of a prospective spiritual guide include: faithfulness to one’s spiritual master, Śrīla Prabhupāda and guru-parampara, strict adherence to sadhana-bhakti, sound knowledge of the Vaiṣṇava śāstras and teachings of Śrīla Prabhupāda, and demonstrable Vaiṣṇava behavior.

9. These spiritual qualifications of a prospective spiritual guide do not include such external considerations as race, cultural background, varṇa, āśrama, or gender. 

10. Generally, among spiritual guides thus qualified, one who constantly instructs an aspiring devotee in spiritual science becomes his or her initiating spiritual master later on.

11. Such acceptance of an initiating spiritual master should not be done in terms of hereditary or customary social and ecclesiastical conventions.

12. Aspiring devotees should be encouraged to accept the shelter of an initiating spiritual master in terms of pp.10 and 11.

13. ISKCON leadership should facilitate such mature and voluntary acceptance of instructing and initiating spiritual masters in terms of pp.10-11.

14. The service of initiating spiritual master should not be regarded as conferring any particular social, administrative, or hierarchical status, power, preferences, or privileges.

15. The service of initiating spiritual master should necessarily mandate an even greater accountability and responsibility to GBC as ISKCON’s ultimate managerial authority than usually required of a regular devotee of any varṇa or āśrama.

16. Śrīla Prabhupāda encouraged every disciple, and, by extension, every ISKCON follower to qualify oneself for the responsibility of representing the parampara and giving spiritual guidance and shelter to others.

17. At the same time, those who have currently qualified themselves for the service of initiating spiritual masters is ISKCON are still relatively rare, “not so many”, and are exceptions more than not.

18. ISKCON has a number of senior Vaiṣṇavīs qualified per p.8 to give spiritual instructions and guidance to other devotees.

19. Such senior Vaiṣṇavīs are naturally fewer than their male counterparts due to the difference in nature, social roles and needs of women as compared to men. 

20. There are devotees in ISKCON for whom these Vaiṣṇavīs have become principal spiritual guides.

21. Some of these devotees are aspiring to take initiation from one of these Vaiṣṇavīs, per pp.10-11.

22. Their aspiration is voluntary, mature, and legitimate in terms of Śrīla Prabhupāda’s instructions and spiritual qualifications of their current spiritual guides and prospective initiating spiritual masters.


23. To fulfill Śrīla Prabhupāda’s vision and teachings, GBC should find a way to accommodate mature inspiration of such devotees by facilitating initiation from their primary spiritual guides qualified per Śrīla Prabhupāda’s instructions and ISKCON laws.
10/21/20, 13:09 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you for pointing this out, Murari Prabhu. This is my primary number that I use for communicating with devotees and Western nondevotees alike, and I keep it shortened so I don't confuse the latter who might know me by my legal name, but still be recognizable by devotees. My personal preference, however, is to always use full devotee names, and I practically never shorten Vaisnavas' name in private or public correspondence. However, I do often sign my texts as mmd — as I hope I am allowed to in regard to my own name. )
10/21/20, 13:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: So Madana Mohana Prabhu, now you understand that everyone sees things with the glasses they wear or through the glass window that one is behind...

I addressed you based on what is displayed when we type @ symbol and type your displayed name it came as MMD,but I have always added a Prabhu to the end of it to show my respect. 

Even though it is a small thing, i feel that i have address this because it seems to be very important point for you in particular that you don't use acronyms for devotees...
10/21/20, 13:13 - sridhara srinivasa das: Now kindly allow me to use acronym since my mind works faster and I seek permission to address you sometimes Madana Mohana Prabhu or with acronym MMP
10/21/20, 13:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: One last thing...this is where we might want to always give benefit of doubt to others and be strict with our own self
10/21/20, 13:20 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @919381063234 @917373089272 Also, before answering the first question/point by Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu as for sastric pramana for VDG, may I ask him the following question, which, if answered, will help me customize my response to his frame of reference:

Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, do you accept Srila Prabhupada's statements — in general and on the topic, both written and spoken — as no less authoritative than standard sastra, as fully harmonious with the sastra and is some respect as even more important that sastra —  and therefore they can and must be followed even if not readily found in scriptural directions?
10/21/20, 13:24 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This message was deleted
10/21/20, 13:24 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This message was deleted
10/21/20, 13:26 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, if you review my messages, you will see that in none of them I ever asked you to address or refer to me by my full name or objected to shortening my name. I have simply asked your and others' permission to not use acronyms in my addressing others and explained why. Thank you.
10/21/20, 13:26 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhu, i often see that you send a message and while i am reading it in the middle it is deleted..
10/21/20, 13:26 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Yes, because WhatsApp, unlike Telegram, doesn't allow corrections of typos. Sorry for the inconvenience.
10/21/20, 13:26 - sridhara srinivasa das: please try to limit such interruption
10/21/20, 13:27 - sridhara srinivasa das: it is okay if there are some typo
10/21/20, 13:27 - sridhara srinivasa das: we are not in a legal battle of crossing the t's and dotting the i's but it interrupts the train of thoughts
10/21/20, 13:28 - sridhara srinivasa das: I was typing my response to Sumitra Krishna Prabhu (here on SKP), that i got distracted and now i lost my train of thoughts
10/21/20, 13:29 - sridhara srinivasa das: So SKP has to wait till i get that train of thoughts
10/21/20, 13:29 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok
10/21/20, 13:29 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Point well taken, Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu. Will try to be more attentive to typos. Again, a WhatsApp chat is, probably, the worst medium for such substantial discussions.
10/21/20, 13:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: SKP in short please read upon the purport CC Madhya 20.352 and let us know your thoughts on how we should read Srila Prabhupada's words and teachings. Also see HH Sivarama Swami Maharaja video that explains your question too...In the meantime when i get back my thoughts i will respond in more detail
10/21/20, 13:31 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: In India, it is not unusual to wait for trains anyhow. ))
10/21/20, 13:31 - sridhara srinivasa das: My train goes following one signal but if multiple devotees address me then....
10/21/20, 13:35 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Also, to help me answer your question about Sivarama Maharaja, may I ask you, Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, if you agree with everything Maharaja said or proposed it it?
10/21/20, 13:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: Okay Prabhus... a call from my dharma patni for lunch... If i ignore that call then i have to just eat prasadam by serving myself ... I take a break now.. Actually i am diabetic should not skip timely lunch hence she is particular... Hare Krishna
10/21/20, 13:37 - sridhara srinivasa das: Unless you are going to point out some dotting of i's issues or crossing of t's issues. I agree with the statements that are there in principle that books are basis. But if you ask me whether i will not go into other sastras such as Bharadvaja Samhitha as Maharaja says, may be not. 

So what is your opinion? Now that I have answered your question. you owe me one. I will check my messages after lunch prasadam.
10/21/20, 13:55 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I want members to please look this link 
Kiola.com

https://support.kialo.com/hc/en-us/articles/115001409265


This site is very good for debating .All pros and cons of the same subject gets categorised.

In whatsapp the messages get lost .To check up a previous we have to scroll back or type in search .
So let us wait for a day or two .

This debating platform can be used .

All you have to is to register I will send you the link .

I will paste all of this groups important messages both pros and cons and discussions can happen there.

I hope members will agree to my point.
10/21/20, 13:55 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: <Media omitted>
10/21/20, 13:57 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @917373089272 Would you mind answering this question as well before I address your first point?
10/21/20, 13:58 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I have pasted a screen shots of a discussion called social media platforms .
See how neatly both the pro and con discussions are aligned. A
10/21/20, 13:58 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: https://www.kialo.com/tour
10/21/20, 13:59 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Until members get accustomed to this new platform
10/21/20, 13:59 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: We can continue here
10/21/20, 14:11 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Prabhu ,most of the devotees are well aware of these points which you have mentioned.
But are these related to vdg.
As in the point 1 srinivas pr is mentioning -
What are the sashra pramana shown by pro vdg which supports female acharyas in history.
10/21/20, 14:15 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/21/20, 14:15 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/21/20, 14:20 - sridhara srinivasa das: MMP prabhu.. I take this opportunity to please oblige me by answering whether all of points that you have asked me about position of Srila Prabhupada' statements as "be all end all", what is your position?

This will aid me in my answering your question on this topic.
10/21/20, 14:21 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 i mean what is your answer? I will present my answer but want to note down your answer too..
10/21/20, 14:23 - sridhara srinivasa das: Good reminder. @79116046649 prabhu somehow thinks answer to this question related to us understanding Srila Prabhupada position.. I am waiting to hear MMP answer his own question first.. Then i will answer.
10/21/20, 14:23 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Yes, they are very much related to VDG, if you read them to the end.
10/21/20, 14:23 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I have already stated my position above, in 23 points.
10/21/20, 14:23 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: So I am awaiting your answer in regards to whether Srila Prabhupada's statements are as good as sastra.
10/21/20, 14:24 - sridhara srinivasa das: No.. If it has taken you to answer that question 22 points then do you see it fair for me to answer in 10 minutes in 10 words or less..

Please summarize your 22 points less than a 50 words.
10/21/20, 14:26 - sridhara srinivasa das: I will answer but your summary first please. You are obliged as i obliged you with regards to HH Sivarama Swami Maharaja topic..
10/21/20, 14:27 - sridhara srinivasa das: What was your response to my original question.. Did you answer if so please point it here again..
10/21/20, 14:28 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This is not helpful, Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu. You repeatedly asked (actually, demanded) me to answer your point 1 if there are sastric pramanas for VDG. I am ready to answer today, but first I needed to clarify what you consider sastra by asking if you include Srila Prabhupada's statements in the category of sastra. Do you know your own position on what constitute or doesn't constitute sastra for you? If you do, are Srila Prabhupada's statements included in the sastra for you? And if you do not, how can I answer your point 1?
10/21/20, 14:29 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Please answer yes or no, if you please.
10/21/20, 14:29 - sridhara srinivasa das: Interrogational tone detected... Beep beeep beeep
10/21/20, 14:29 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, do you accept Srila Prabhupada's statements — in general and on the topic, both written and spoken — as no less authoritative than standard sastra, as fully harmonious with the sastra and is some respect as even more important that sastra —  and therefore they can and must be followed even if not readily found in scriptural directions?
10/21/20, 14:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please answer my question on Sivarama Swami Maharaja 's video. What is your opinion on this?
10/21/20, 14:30 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This is not very helpful. How can I answer your own question if you refuse to state your own frame of reference?
10/21/20, 14:31 - sridhara srinivasa das: That means you have to stay the course on this question chain.. You are jumping from topics to topics
10/21/20, 14:31 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @919381063234 Sumithra Krishna Prabhu, as the moderator, can you please guide this discussion?
10/21/20, 14:32 - sridhara srinivasa das: First the topic was my question on Sastra praman for pro FDG and my 11th question was your opinion on Sivarama Swami maharaja's video. You jumped to question 11 and then you posed a question on Srila Prabhupada's status... You are driving this as you please
10/21/20, 14:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: Why did you jump to three question
10/21/20, 14:34 - sridhara srinivasa das: i am going to answer now.. but do not interrupt.... i already said please dont distrub the train of thoughts. give me uninterrupted time.
10/21/20, 14:37 - Murari Prabhu: Whatever we follow should corroborate with Guru, Sadhu and Sastra. Srila Prabhupada's statements will be coming under GURU. SADHU woukd be other Vaisnava sampradayas. So SASTRA pramana has to be stated.
10/21/20, 14:43 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Looks like both of you want your questions to be answered first.

Ok I  am now requesting srinivas prabhu to answer the point made by madan mohan prabhu 

After this madan mohan prabhu please answer to srinivas prabhu's first question
10/21/20, 14:44 - sridhara srinivasa das: I already said i am preparing it.. please wait
10/21/20, 14:45 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Or we can have a toss like they do in sports matches .
Head or tail.
Online this is difficult.

Ok srinivas prabhu take your time.Thank you
10/21/20, 15:01 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you. Will do.
10/21/20, 15:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: Almost done.. please continue to stay on the line...
10/21/20, 15:13 - sridhara srinivasa das: Just about 2 minutes.. Please note that Madana Mohana Prabhu has answered this same set of questions in 23 points ... I don't have that many.. But still it takes a bit to write these things in such a small window of time and screen..
10/21/20, 15:21 - +91 77970 01098: Please send the link
10/21/20, 15:21 - +91 77970 01098: I can't keep up with this format
10/21/20, 15:29 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/21/20, 15:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am reposting it.. sorry
10/21/20, 15:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: Internet is slow and it posted an unformatted text
10/21/20, 15:31 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/21/20, 15:32 - sridhara srinivasa das: >>>>Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, do you accept Srila Prabhupada's statements — in general and on the topic, both written and spoken — as no less authoritative than standard sastra, as fully harmonious with the sastra

I already gave you to study the purport to CC Madhya 20.352. In that it is clearly stated that Guru-Vakya and Sadhu-Vakya must be centered upon sastra-vakya...If they are not then they shall be rejected is what Srila Prabhupada says in his purport. This is Srila Prabhupada instructing us how we should study his instructions. 

Now does that mean if we find any "apparent contradictions" to what Srila Prabhupada says and what is there in sastra that should we reject Srila Prabhupada statement. No. My first conviction is that Srila Prabhupada never speaks anything outside of sastra. Whatever he speaks is the english language is the explanation of the sastra (tat-vag visargo janataga viplavat....srnvanti gayanti grnanti sadhavah) and nothing but the sastra. This is my first understanding.

Now, the other part is that how do we know what we read from Srila Prabhupada's words (especially if we find it not direct quotation or reference to the sastra given). We should not use our own mind or intelligence part because it is of four defects, but we have to harmonize those words with the statement of predecessor acaryas in aikya (union) with statements of sastra. It is our responsibility to reconcile because Srila Prabhupada instructed us to "write purports to his purports" based on guru-sadhu sastra. I have written an article published in dandavats about "writing in service of Srila Prabhupada" for refrence.. That website is slow.. will give link or the document later...But there are enough pramanas that Srila Prabhupada wants us to write purport to his purports based on guru sadhu sastra.

Yes, sastra pramana is number 1 which has to be explained by guru and Sadhus based on previous acarya commentaries and any sadhu vakya and guru vakya should be understood based on sastra vakya. 

>>>and is some respect as even more important that sastra —  and therefore they can and must be followed even if not readily found in scriptural directions?

No! as per Srila Prabhupada's instructions we should not interpret his words as per our mind in the nominal acceptance of his words as it is, but we should harmonize his statements with sastra without a tinge of mental or own concoctions.

I will conclude here what I have stated with a small example: 
Example: July 9th letter, 1977 of ritviks. SP's letter is interpreted by some according to its mukhya artha such that it conflicts with shastric vidhis concerning guru.  SP's instrictions have to be understood in a way that is in line with the shastras, not in defiance of or opposition to them.

If we do not take the pains to harmonize Srila Prabhupada’s statements with sastras then we will end up like the ritvik relying only on Srila Prabhupada’s vakya as center distanced from sastra vakya and ending up as asastria. 

Now this is my preliminary answer to the set of questions posted by MMP marked by >>>
=========  ==
10/21/20, 15:41 - sridhara srinivasa das: >>>and is some respect as even more important that sastra —  and therefore they can and must be followed even if not readily found in scriptural directions?


I just wanted to add one more example for how much and how long of a research we should do 

We should take all the time it takes to harmonize with Srila Prbhupada's statments with sastra through colloborative dialog and debates... just like the svakiya vadis and parakiya vadis debated for ever and did arrive to the conclusion based on sastra sadhu guru vakya aikya that svakiya vadis accepted parakiya vadis position in the end.
10/21/20, 15:52 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: www.kialo.com
10/21/20, 15:56 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Please visit this link

https://tinyurl.com/y3lnt6ou
10/21/20, 15:56 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: You can use your g mail account to log in
10/21/20, 17:05 - Delhi Temple Rishi Kumara Gkg: This message was deleted
10/21/20, 17:54 - +1 (408) 398-0483 left
10/21/20, 19:05 - +1 (404) 735-8991 left
10/21/20, 19:55 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhu, please make a note that Rasayana Sagara Maharaja @79259080108 had answered to point 1 on behalf of the pro-FDG group.. I do not know if you are aware of that.. Hence following his answer that Bharadvaja Samhita verse 1.44 gives the pramana and accepting his answer we had to confirm with you and hence some sub-points to point 1 have been added. Make sure you note down those sub-points.


1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history
a.	It did not appear to us that the pro-FDG found supportive evidence from Bharadvaja Samhita 1.44 until the time we came up and reported. 
b.	Or did they research it and found not authoritative or Srila Prabhupada did not give much importance (on page 14 or 15 rationale section of his book MMP says that Bharadvaja Samhita was only a passing reference that Srila Prabhpada made in just one purport to Srimad Bhagavatam).?
c.	Or They found Bharadvaja Samhitha verse 1.42 and 1.44 to be contradicting so they chose to ignore the whole scripture for the reasons mentioned in point number 2.
I add these sub-questions because Sagara Maharaja stated that Bharadvaja Samhitha 1.44 is the sastric evidence that the pro-fdg accept.
10/21/20, 19:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: ================
10/21/20, 20:00 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @Sumithra Krishna Das Sumithra Krishna Prabhu, do we continue discussing here or are moving to the new platform?
10/21/20, 20:02 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @919381063234 Sorry, the tag went missing.
10/21/20, 20:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: Before you respond to my messages, i want to summarize those questions of mine that are still pending from your end.
1. I wanted you to summarize from your 23 points and know your position on your questions:
    a. >>>>Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, do you accept Srila Prabhupada's statements — in general and on the topic, both written and spoken — as no less authoritative than standard sastra, as fully harmonious with the sastra.
    b. >>>and is some respect as even more important that sastra —  and therefore they can and must be followed even if not readily found in scriptural directions?

2. Your position on Sivarama Swami Maharaja's video. I only had listed it at point 11. But you had bumped it up the line and had asked me my opinion which i have answered.



And there are further questions that I had asked you on behalf of others who had sent me their queries that i want you to not lose track of and they are as follows:


Nonetheless, there were even more serious questions on the scholarship on the part of SAC of which Madan Mohan Prabhu was part of till 2013 at the least. They are at the top level as below:
1. How come there was no minority report of the 2013 paper not published. The internet articles published in devotional press shows that HG Mukunda Datta Prabhu, a senior Prabhupada disciple and highly elevated scholar and one of the SAC members part of FDG research resigned over this issue of severe mismanagement. It is documented with the original email from Mukunda Datta Prabhu. In fact we find Madan Mohana Prabhu being implicated in the mishandling of FDG paper published by SAC. So how come SAC is accused of such controversy and how can GBC base any resolutions on FDG subject based on SAC paper that is rigged with controversy?

http://www.harekrsna.com/sun/editorials/02-14/editorials11393.htm

2. In the book that Madana Mohana Prabhu had written "Guru-Priniciple not the body", which i was asked to go through has the statements accusing the authors of taking credits for rigorous research on Bharadvaja Samhitha. So why is Madana Mohana Prabhu objecting to taking right claims that is due for the authors? Obviously, no one had quoted the Bharadvaja Samhita verses prior to the 2018/2019 GBC meetings. And that brings us to the next questions:

3. How come the SAC papers that researched on FDG could not find the Bharadvaja Samhita verses that are quoted by the authors of VDANP book in any of the papers up until today (2004, 2005, 2009, 2013....)? What kind of research it is that it failed to examine Bharadvaja Samhita which is an important Pancaratra scripture? or if the SAC did research it and found it not suitable how come there is no documentation of such a research effort in the published paper not even a bibliographic reference could be found. 
4. Instead the SAC papers claim that there is no valid sastric injunctions in pancaratra text (which is also quoted in Kaunteya Prabhu's book) that prevents women from becoming diksa guru, which has now been proven false. Neither the  SAC re-examined it's paper to update the research work in light of the findings of Bharadvaja Samhitha.

5. Moreover, Madan Mohan Prabhu is a clear advocate of Female Diksa Guru. How can he be a GBC deputy to research on the topic of FDG and be accepted as some one clear of conflict of interest? So is SAC chairman Her Grace Urmila Mataji who herself was part of SAC FDG research paper when she was an aspiring diksa guru candidate at that time.



Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/21/20, 20:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: If we choose to move to a different tool, then i request these messages be migrated there.. Or we can summarize our pending questions here and move it there...I am okay either way..

Now, my dharma patni calls me for dinner.... i got to go...
10/21/20, 20:09 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you for your detailed response, @917373089272 Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu. 

If I understand you correctly in regard to the issue at hand, Srila Prabhupada's statements on siddhanta or its application that we cannot readily find sastric references for, must be harmonized with sastras and/or acaryas. Is this a correct summary of your position?
10/21/20, 20:36 - sridhara srinivasa das: Back from dinner... Please wait
10/21/20, 20:37 - sridhara srinivasa das: Okay.. Before I proceed to answer... how long are we planning to continue this debate? @919381063234
10/21/20, 20:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: Now answering this point
10/21/20, 20:38 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Can u both come to kialo as few have commented there
10/21/20, 20:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: Not quite...I split your question in two parts
10/21/20, 20:39 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I have already joined.
10/21/20, 20:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: Okay.. i used mobile back then ... now searching for the link.. please wait
10/21/20, 20:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am sorry.. let us stick on here... I will answer one point here that MMP wants me to confirm his understanding of my detailed answer to his question.


 a. >>>>Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, do you accept Srila Prabhupada's statements — in general and on the topic, both written and spoken — as no less authoritative than standard sastra, as fully harmonious with the sastra.

Summary: Yes. With added explanations in paragraphs 1 and 2. Key is to follow the instructions of Srila Prabhupada in his CC Madhya 20.352, that sastra should be the center of all.

    b. >>>and is some respect as even more important that sastra —  and therefore they can and must be followed even if not readily found in scriptural directions?
Summary: No: With detailed explanations in paragraphs 3 to 5. Key is we dont want to rush or pick one point like the ritviks do with the 1977 letter or final order and ignore all of sastras and become asastriya.

In your summarization of my answer i don't get the same point.
10/21/20, 20:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: May I request you to tell me which of the 23 points point to the a- part of your question and which ones summarize the b-part of your question? I could not find it in those 23 points very easily
10/21/20, 20:59 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Ok. Thank you. To make sure we are on the same page as regards the position of Srila Prabhupada's instructions on VDG, I would like to quote the following from HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami's "Sri BHaktiisiddhanta Vaibhava", Volume III, chapter titled Bhagavata-parampara:

"The bhāgavata-paramparā does not necessarily deny formal dīkṣā relationships but places more importance on the lineage traced through prominent spiritual teachers. Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī asseverated:

Śrīla Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura is Kamala Mañjarī, a personal associate of Rādhārāṇī. He directed me to establish daiva-varṇāśrama. I must obey his order. *An ācārya is not under śāstra. He can make śāstra.* [147] Śrīla Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura, the ācārya, has inspired me in various ways. By his mercy and that of Śrīla Gaura Kiśora dāsa Bābājī Mahārāja and previous ācāryas, we are going on, not caring for the precise technicalities of smārtas.[148] 

HH Bhakti Vikasa Maharaja then cites in the footnote Srila Bhaktivinoda Thakura and Narada Muni:

[147]The basic definition of an ācārya is given in Vāyu Purāṇa:

ācinoti yaḥ śāstrārtham ācāre sthāpayaty api
svayam ācarate yasmād ācāryas tena kīrtitaḥ

An ācārya is one who fully understands the conclusions of the revealed scriptures and whose behavior reflects his deep realization. He is a living example, for he teaches the meaning of the scriptures by both word and deed.

*Nevertheless, a fully liberated ācārya is not constricted by rules of scripture meant for regulating and uplifting those who have not realized the essence of śastra.* Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof. *Yet in one sense, self-realized persons are more important than śastra because they explain and fulfill its purpose by making its meaning understandable to eligible people. The statement "An ācārya can make śastra" means that a fully God-realized emissary can introduce practical adjustments that may not be clearly mentioned in but serve the purpose of śastra.*

From Śrīla Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura's commentary on Tattva-sūtra: "Devotees of the Supreme Lord are not controlled by scriptures, because their activities are harmonious with divine wisdom. Therefore when realized devotees ordain any new arrangement, it should be accepted as a religious code even if not found in the scriptural directions of previous sages."

See also Nārada-bhakti-sūtra 69: "Great pure devotees make scriptures authoritative."
10/21/20, 21:01 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @917373089272 Please take separate note of HH BHaktivikasa Maharaja's explanation: "*Yet in one sense, self-realized persons are more important than śastra* because they explain and fulfill its purpose by making its meaning understandable to eligible people. The statement "An ācārya can make śastra" means that a fully God-realized emissary can introduce practical adjustments that may not be clearly mentioned in but serve the purpose of śastra."
10/21/20, 21:02 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649  Prabhu and @919381063234 

I do not like this method of debate from any perspective at all. This method of dragging our feet on every single point is not going to work and is not vedic method. 


do not accept this methodology for debate that is developed by someone who is not based on sastras. Such methodology may work for things that are not sastric (i.e. are mundane) but the discussion on sastric things is completely different. So any rules you want to use then those should be the detailed rules and procedures guiding discussion as lined out in vedic literatures and that is nyaya and mimamsa. You need to have such mediators who know in and out of these rules as well as literatures on which such rules apply.
10/21/20, 21:02 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Would you accept that Srila Prabhupada is one such fully liberated acarya and therefore "in one sense is more important than the sastra", and that such a "fully God-realized emissary can introduce practical adjustments that may not be clearly mentioned in but serve the purpose of śastra."?
10/21/20, 21:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhu... you are good to take my points develop your case... write a document or a book and then send it to me... I have already given my questions and sub questions.. So write up your case... It is not that i cannot answer your last set of points, but it is futile that we use such methods...
10/21/20, 21:05 - sridhara srinivasa das: If you have points of objection to my points summarize it and send it like i did and I will work on it offline and we will exchange our papers
10/21/20, 21:05 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: The same is stated by Srila Jiva Gosvami in Tattva-sandarbha, Sarva-saṁvādinī commentary on Text 9: 

tatra vaiduṣe ca vipratipatti-bhramādi-nṛ-doṣa-rāhityāt,  śabdasyāpi tan-mūlatvāc ca

“About the perceptions of the wise there is no disagreement, because these perceptions are devoid of the human weaknesses, such as faulty judgment. Moreover, the perceptions of the wise are the basis of even verbal testimony [śabda-pramāṇa]”.

Do you agree that Srila Prabhupada is one such viduh, or wise seer, on whose perception even sabda-pramana rests?
10/21/20, 21:09 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I beg to disagree. You asked me to produce a sastric pramana for VDG. I sought to clarify if Srila Prabhupada's statements in your eyes would qualify as a sastric pramana, to which you gave an evasive answer. I then cited your Guru Maharaja, who in turns cites Bhaktivinoda Thakura, Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati and Narada Muni — all stating that words of a liberated acarya are beyond sastra, need not be harmonized by sastra and must be followed as sastra even if not readily supported by it. Do you disagree?
10/21/20, 21:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: We are not here to discuss the unique position of Srila Prabhupada per se... If you think it is important then write a book about it and why are we trying to summarize an ocean of Srila Prabhupada qualities in 10 sentences or less.???

You asked me a question ..  I answered with yes and no with detailed postions .. Take on my detailed response and point me to the exact place where you have objection and please do not throw vedabase at me...i can throw vedabase  at you... what do we achieve.. 

It is easy.... answer to my point 1: The FDG resolution passed as it is now finds no sastric evidence and it is just akin to ritvik''s claim of 1977 letter the final order. FDG claim that Srila Prabhupada's 2 letters and 1 vyasa puja lecture.. The difference between ritvik claim and FDG claim is the same difference of ignoring sastra pramana... Hence it is asastriya
10/21/20, 21:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: You just proved my answer to your point b... that FDG is going in the direction of ritvik... Thank you
10/21/20, 21:12 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: If you agree to accept Srila Prabhupada's statements on VDG as sastra then we can base our further discussion squarely on his statements — which I personally prefer.

However, if you disagree, then we will take note that you contradict your Guru Maharaja on such an extremely consequential matter, and will provide sastric pramana from other sources — even though such a disagreement on your part will call into question your own standing and allegiance in this discussion.
10/21/20, 21:12 - sridhara srinivasa das: 1 letter vs 3 communications is the difference between ritvikism and FDG within ISKCON
10/21/20, 21:13 - sridhara srinivasa das: Varta jala will not help.. I never answered your claims ... Please do not intimidate me of guru disciple relationship...
10/21/20, 21:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: You have no answer to my answer to your question. it is as apparent as daylight...
10/21/20, 21:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: Your 23 points do not have any answer to your own questions that you claim... If not show them.. Where is the money?
10/21/20, 21:16 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I have provided a quote from your Guru Maharaja's book, not mine. There he says and proves by quotes from acaryas that liberated acaryas are:

1) beyond sastra;
2) can make sastra;
3) need not be harmonized with sastra;
4) can make sastra authoritative; and
5) must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra.

Do you agree that the above 5 points should be applied to Srila Prabhupada's statements on VDG?
10/21/20, 21:16 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Hare Krishna. I hope my speaking here will not be an interruption. May i please know if the GBC body is as powerful an acharya as Srila Prabhupada? We saw listed in Sridhara Srinivasa prabhu's question number 2 that Srila Prabhupada never personally appointed a vaishnavi as TP, GBC, sannyasin or guru.
10/21/20, 21:18 - +91 73387 84913 joined using this group's invite link
10/21/20, 21:18 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Please accept my humble obeisances, Mataji Tarini. Thank you for your question. It is relevant, but would you mind if we deal with one question at a time? Right now I am trying to get an answer from @917373089272 if he accepts his Guru Maharaja's statement, so we could move forward.
10/21/20, 21:18 - sridhara srinivasa das: Irrelevant... Why are you keeping on mounting questions. 


1) beyond sastra;
2) can make sastra;
3) need not be harmonized with sastra;
4) can make sastra authoritative; and
5) must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra.

Yes Yes Yes...... Are you ready to follow SB 4.12.32 As it is?
10/21/20, 21:19 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 So why are you interpreting SB 4.12.32 in your book
10/21/20, 21:19 - sridhara srinivasa das: Are you not following HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami maharaja's instruction because he is not your guru? or what?
10/21/20, 21:19 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: So, shall I assume that you concede that there is no need to try and "harmonize" Srila Prabhupada's statement ин Bharadvaja-samihta?
10/21/20, 21:20 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: *in
10/21/20, 21:20 - sridhara srinivasa das: Did you actually read my response... ??give me an honest answer? and if you did you did not find anything to this effect?
10/21/20, 21:21 - Murari Prabhu: GURU, SADHU and SASTRA. Srila Prabhupada's words come under GURU, SADHU pramana should also be cited and SASTRA pramana. We can't say Srila Prabhupada's words are SASTRA or substitute for sastra. SASTRA pramana for fdg must be given. All three pramanas should be presented.
10/21/20, 21:21 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please quit pyschological tricks on me...
10/21/20, 21:21 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @919381063234 May I ask you as the moderator if you think my question of @919381063234 is relevant for our discussion?
10/21/20, 21:21 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: of @917373089272, that is.
10/21/20, 21:21 - sridhara srinivasa das: Did you actually read my response... ??give me an honest answer? and if you did you did not find anything to this effect?
10/21/20, 21:21 - sridhara srinivasa das: Did you actually read my response... ??give me an honest answer? and if you did you did not find anything to this effect?
10/21/20, 21:21 - sridhara srinivasa das: *Did you actually read my response... ??give me an honest answer? and if you did you did not find anything to this effect?*
10/21/20, 21:22 - +91 94371 79400: Good point
10/21/20, 21:22 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Please pause for a minute .I am replying to both of you.
10/21/20, 21:23 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhu says he read my detailed response and yet he asks me...

//So, shall I assume that you concede that there is no need to try and "harmonize" Srila Prabhupada's statement ин Bharadvaja-samihta///

You must have read my response...did you find answer to this question or not
10/21/20, 21:24 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @917373089272 I did, and therefore I sought to check your objection:


 b. >>>and is some respect as even more important that sastra —  and therefore they can and must be followed even if not readily found in scriptural directions?
Summary: No: With detailed explanations in paragraphs 3 to 5. Key is we dont want to rush or pick one point like the ritviks do with the 1977 letter or final order and ignore all of sastras and become asastriya.

... against your Guru Maharaja's statement that clearly says exactly the opposite: 

Yet in one sense, self-realized persons are more important than śastra because they explain and fulfill its purpose by making its meaning understandable to eligible people. The statement "An ācārya can make śastra" means that a fully God-realized emissary can introduce practical adjustments that may not be clearly mentioned in but serve the purpose of śastra.
10/21/20, 21:25 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhu... No... not the summary.. why did i take my time to write a detailed answer... Show from my detailed answer ...
10/21/20, 21:25 - sridhara srinivasa das: No tricks please
10/21/20, 21:25 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: So can we now set Bharadvaja-samhita, Sri Vaisnava practices and other considerations  aside and focus *exclusively* on Srila Prabhupada's instructions?
10/21/20, 21:26 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: MMprabhu asked SSPrabhu if he accepts whether Acharya is greater than shastra. 

SSPrabhu answered. He answered yes.

Next was SSPrabhu turn to ask question. His question is do you accept 4.12.32?

MMprabhu, please answer this.
10/21/20, 21:26 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: //Next was SSPrabhu turn to ask question. His question is do you accept 4.12.32?

MMprabhu, please answer this.//

Sure, absolutely.
10/21/20, 21:28 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: In the most literal, mukhya-vrtti, sense.
10/21/20, 21:28 - sridhara srinivasa das: No... We will follow Srila Prabhupada's purport to CC madhya 20.352 that says sastra should be the center of all.

That way my guru maharaja's statement that 

1) beyond sastra;
2) can make sastra;
3) need not be harmonized with sastra;
4) can make sastra authoritative; and
5) must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra.
is in perfect alignment.

Let us follow SB 4.12.32 as it is... without any word change that being a woman could not become diksa guru as it is..because as my guru maharaja says:
10/21/20, 21:28 - sridhara srinivasa das: 1) beyond sastra;
2) can make sastra;
3) need not be harmonized with sastra;
4) can make sastra authoritative; and
5) must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra.
10/21/20, 21:28 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I will have to excuse myself for the day as I have other commitments right now.
10/21/20, 21:29 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Sridhar pr can u please wait till MMP answers
10/21/20, 21:29 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I did answer that I accept SB 4.12.32 purp. in its entirety.
10/21/20, 21:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: well you are expert to leave and enter the arena...at your convenience
10/21/20, 21:30 - Murari Prabhu: *According to CC Madhya 20.352* .....

One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. *The actual center is the śāstra* , the revealed scripture. *If a spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person. The śāstra is the center for all.* 

Comment: So if we have to establish FDG or anything else in ISKCON, we MUST HAVE SASTRA PRAMANA
10/21/20, 21:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: SO no FDG???great
10/21/20, 21:30 - Murari Prabhu: Srila Prabhupada's words
10/21/20, 21:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: So why did we waste 19 + years for this
10/21/20, 21:32 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Dear prabhus ,since it is 9.30 pm here in india ,you can type ur responses and we can resume tomorrow
10/21/20, 21:32 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I am sorry, Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, but after having already excused yourself twice today for lunch and dinner when called by your dharma-patni, you might not be in the best position to lecture others on convenient disappearances. I do have other commitments. Will resume tomorrow, Krsna willing.
10/21/20, 21:33 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Great.let us resume tomorrow
10/21/20, 21:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 please answer... this


“Actually, Dhruva Mahārāja’s mother, Sunīti, was his patha-pradarśaka-guru. Patha-pradarśaka-guru means “the guru, or the spiritual master, who shows the way.” Such a guru is sometimes called śikṣā-guru. Although Nārada Muni was his dīkṣā-guru (initiating spiritual master), Sunīti, his mother, was the first who gave him instruction on how to achieve the favor of the Supreme Personality of Godhead. It is the duty of the śikṣā-guru or dīkṣā-guru to instruct the disciple in the right way, and it depends on the disciple to execute the process. According to śāstric injunctions, there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32]


do you accept this purport above as it is
10/21/20, 21:33 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Not so quick. Srila Prabhupada doesn't address VDGs in the commentary.
10/21/20, 21:34 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Yes.
10/21/20, 21:34 - sridhara srinivasa das: DG of VDG is there and if you say Vaishnavis are not women then what?
10/21/20, 21:34 - sridhara srinivasa das: So vaishnavis are not women?
10/21/20, 21:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: please answer this part if Vaishnvavis are not women gender
10/21/20, 21:35 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: The misinterpretation of SB 4.12.32 purp. is fully dealt with here: 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit#heading=h.fhreyxgfsp5b
10/21/20, 21:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: No  tap dancing please
10/21/20, 21:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: Are Vaishnavis considered Woman or not?
10/21/20, 21:36 - sridhara srinivasa das: it is a yes or no answer... no more than 3 charcters place ...
10/21/20, 21:36 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Please read the following answer to @919910454437 Krsna-kirti and Damodara Prabhu's essay here on this very topic: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit#heading=h.1h2wy8detllc
10/21/20, 21:36 - sridhara srinivasa das: If you accepted SB 4.12.32 ... thanks for offering the debate on our plate.. Thank you
10/21/20, 21:37 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: You are welcome for having any takeaways you wish. Other thoughtful Vaisnavas may read the answer at the links above.
10/21/20, 21:37 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am going only stick to your point here.. that you accept SB 4.12.32 purport in entirety as it is... so ISKCON Women are under woman category so NO FDG
10/21/20, 21:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: Our thought ful Vaishnavas must have now known what is the truth by now... that you wasted ISKCON's 19 years of time
10/21/20, 21:39 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Sridhar prabhu , please give us time to read what MMD has posted as a link
10/21/20, 21:39 - sridhara srinivasa das: You just answer your understanding of whether ISKCON women come under the category of being a woman... or not
10/21/20, 21:39 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: They are women, but, they are not Suniti, they don't live 7 manvantaras ago, they don't have vengeance against their husbands and cowives as the main motive for instructing Dhruva, and, most importantly, unlike Suniti, they did receive Srila Prabhupada's instruction to become gurus — siksa or even diksa. So their gender is the least consideration.
10/21/20, 21:39 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: See you tomorrow.
10/21/20, 21:40 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit#heading=h.1h2wy8detllc
10/21/20, 21:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: Wait a minute please
10/21/20, 21:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: /// They are women, but, they are not Suniti, they don't live 7 manvantaras ago, they don't have vengeance against their husbands and cowives as the main motive for instructing Dhruva, and, most importantly, unlike Suniti, they did receive Srila Prabhupada's instruction to become gurus — siksa or even diksa. So their gender is the least consideration.///

1) beyond sastra;
2) can make sastra;
3) need not be harmonized with sastra;
4) can make sastra authoritative; and
5) must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra.
But how are you going to obey my guru maharaja's order to not do the following:
10/21/20, 21:41 - sridhara srinivasa das: You are interpreting SB 4.12.32
10/21/20, 21:41 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Prabhujis please give time to read ..
10/21/20, 21:41 - sridhara srinivasa das: it is not as it is...
10/21/20, 21:43 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhu said that he accepts SB 4.12.32 purport as it is but he says that because ISKCON women are not Suniti it does not apply to ISKCON. But Srila Prabhupada never said in that purport that this statement is only applicable to suniti and not to ISKCON women or ISKCON vaishnavis...

So he proved my point that he is twisting Srila Prabhupada's words... What wrong was there on my part to have called him on this long back
10/21/20, 21:44 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/21/20, 21:46 - sridhara srinivasa das: Did @79116046649 Prabhu leave for the day...???
10/21/20, 21:49 - sridhara srinivasa das: Then I may take rest...Summary is: I take the pains to write a detailed response to his question. He establishes that Srila Prabhupada's words is final and he intimidated me by going against my Guru Maharaja's statement to arm twist me and said he accepts SB 4.12.32 as it is..

But comes out and says that in SB 4.12.32 Srila Prabhupada did not refer to ISKCON women by the statement being a woman. So he does not accept SB 4.12.32 purport...

Anyone
10/21/20, 21:57 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/21/20, 22:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: Prabhuji... my question still remains... If @79116046649 agrees with 100% of SB 4.12.32... why is he interpreting it is not applicable to present day Vaishnvis or women or ISKCON women? So how does he claim to be a 100% follower of Srila Prabhupada's statement as it is?
10/21/20, 22:12 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/21/20, 22:13 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: See u all tomorrow jai
10/21/20, 22:13 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: <Media omitted>
10/21/20, 22:14 - sridhara srinivasa das: Simple if Srila Prabhupada's statement is all in all .. why is the need to give any explanation? @79116046649  Prabhu postulated some theory but he seems to be failing in the test run of his postulate.. That is my point
10/22/20, 10:25 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Please accept my humble obeisances. I am leaving for the airport in a couple of hours and will be in transit for 7 hours till ~21:00 Indian time, so my access to the Internet and to this chat will be limited. My apologies. However, I look forward to continuing this important discussion I will try to take part in the discussion en route as much as possible. your servant, Madana-mohan das
10/22/20, 10:43 - Krishnakirti Pr: Sumithra Krishna Prabhu Ji - 

I won't be moving to the platform you are recommending. I think it is unsuitable for the kind of discussion and debate we are having. I won't go over my reasons because at this time I cannot at this time get into it.

That said, I think this debate is nearing completion, so I think it best to keep everything here in one place, so that later on we can take the whole body of text to review.

So, please let the debate finish out here.

Your servant, Krishna-kirti Das
10/22/20, 10:44 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: PS. However, I would strongly favor @919381063234 Sumithra Krishna Prabhu's suggestion to move the discussion to a more conducive platform. WhatsApp is awful for such dialogues.
10/22/20, 10:45 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I see that we have differed with @919910454437 Krishna-kirti Prabhu on this point. Ok, with comply with a majority decision.
10/22/20, 10:45 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: *I will comply
10/22/20, 10:46 - Krishnakirti Pr: Whatever you all want to do is up to you, I'm just not going to use the proposed platform.
10/22/20, 10:47 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok ,that is what many felt
10/22/20, 10:48 - sridhara srinivasa das: I already mentioned that I cannot go to that tool for the reason.. I cannot migrate... to any new tool... at this time... If and when we get past point number 1 let us think about it. But that tool yesterday is not at all good
10/22/20, 10:49 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: We can continue here.some members felt why cant we atleast move to telegram where messages can be edited and newly joined members can view all old messages unlike whatsapp
10/22/20, 10:49 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Agreed
10/22/20, 10:50 - Murari Prabhu: Dandavat Pranam. There is already alot of history of discussion and so I too feel we stay on here.
10/22/20, 10:51 - sridhara srinivasa das: We have so much of history here... It is important that i be allowed to scroll back and forth. I already have an export of it from which I am working... So if any message is deleted ... please inform me so that i update it there too.
10/22/20, 10:51 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Telegram would be an upgrade. Here, unfortunately for me, I cannot even review what was already discussed.
10/22/20, 10:52 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I can move all the messages to telgram so that we wont miss any past message.
10/22/20, 10:52 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: But, again, I agree that there are reasons to stay.
10/22/20, 10:53 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: As you and other members decide.
10/22/20, 10:53 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I wil do only if othrs are ok.otherwise we can continue here
10/22/20, 10:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: Again... I have not used telegram... there would be a learning curve involved...
10/22/20, 11:03 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: It is almost similar to whatsapp
10/22/20, 11:04 - +91 94371 79400: Continue here.
10/22/20, 11:05 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: In the meantime, before I leave, let me answer at least one pending question about Sivarama Swami's video:

I have many comments on the video, but since Maharaja is not present here to respond, I don't want to critique the video in his absence. However, I will make just one comment:

Maharaja didn't mention in he video that it was on the basis of the paper by the GBC subcommittee that he had chaired in 2018, and on the basis of his subsequent presentation at MGM 2018 in Kanpur, which both recommended to allow Vaisnavis to give at least first initiations, that the VDG resolution was passed at MGM 2019 and upheld at AGM 2020. 

Moreover, the resolution's special requirements for Vaisnavis (55+ etc.) that he criticized in the video as strange were quoted almost verbatim from the subcommittee's paper that he coauthored. 

Please find the recommendation attached.

Krishna-kirti Prabhu and Damodara Prabhu criticized the subcommittee for that recommendation in their book  in the following words:

“Their recommendations, however, have little if any basis in guru,sadhu, or śāstra — ISKCON’s traditional and highest lines of authority.” (page ix) “Because this recommendation and other questionable ones made by the subcommittee are not in line with guru, sadhu, and śāstra, their authority is questionable.” (page x) 

I will leave it to you to explain why Maharaja's position was seen as questionable with little basis in guru-sadhu-sastra back then and is now presented in favor of anti-VDG now.
10/22/20, 11:05 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 11:05 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I do think it is nearing completion — one way or another.
10/22/20, 11:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: Let us stay put on point 1 for now. that Sivarama Swami Maharaja video is point 11. Let us hold that thought a bit for now
10/22/20, 11:08 - sridhara srinivasa das: Since @MMD prabhu raised that priority without noticing probably the 11. next to it.. since it was asked as a separate question... It is in the list so... May be we can get back to it a bit later...???
10/22/20, 11:08 - sridhara srinivasa das: What do you think?
10/22/20, 11:08 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I am responding to your and others' repeated requests — about six to date — to address the video.
10/22/20, 11:09 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Ok, let @919381063234 set the priority and guide the discussion.
10/22/20, 11:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: I got it.. but with so much open end on point 1 we should stay at that point for now... Because the whatsapp screen gets clobbered and as you know very difficult to manage the message co-relation .. I know i asked for it... I will surely ask for it again..😀😀😀😀
10/22/20, 11:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Your response noted.
10/22/20, 11:14 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok let continue here
10/22/20, 11:17 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: MMP as per sridhar pr request kindky finish answering his point 1
10/22/20, 11:18 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am now working on responding to some of MMP points so ... please wait...
10/22/20, 11:18 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok
10/22/20, 11:18 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Welcome
10/22/20, 11:19 - sridhara srinivasa das: All i mentioned is we can remain on point 1...
10/22/20, 11:20 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Sure
10/22/20, 11:21 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I am pasting these points again .


1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history

2.	Śrīla Prabhupāda did not implement it himself, not one Woman Temple President, not one Women GBC, not one Women Sanyāsini, not one WDG. 

3.	Śāstras prohibit FDG (śāstra-vākya) - Nārada-pañcarātra Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.

4.	Vedic tradition (sadhu-vākya) followed by Sri-Vaishnavas and Madhvas do not have WDG/FDG

5.	Women need to be protected not made as independent Gurus. They are more of Grandmothers than Gurudevīs.

6.	Daivi-varṇāśrama does not allow FDG

7.	The need for FDG comes from āsuric ideas of feminist egalitarian ethos.

8.	No direct dīkṣā lineage as given by Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura. Against Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda śikṣa paramparā

9.	Because Śrīla Prabhupāda declared that according to śāstra no WDG in SB 4.12.32 purport

10.	Women cannot get yajnopavīta so they cannot give yajnopavīta, necessary for second initiation.
10/22/20, 11:24 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I will have to excuse myself now till I am back online later today.
10/22/20, 11:27 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok
10/22/20, 11:27 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: U can take ur time
10/22/20, 11:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: I will be taking some time..So if anyone is expecting my responses it will be a while since i need some time to search for the messy messages of whatsapp and more we add now only makes it even longer...So please give me atleast an hour or so.. @79116046649 Prabhu enjoy your flight...
10/22/20, 11:34 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you. It’s actually two connected flights.
10/22/20, 11:36 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: And very little to enjoy.
10/22/20, 13:56 - Akashaya Ramacandra Pr Mayapur: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 13:56 - Akashaya Ramacandra Pr Mayapur: Bharadwaj samhita 1.44
10/22/20, 13:57 - Akashaya Ramacandra Pr Mayapur: This message was deleted
10/22/20, 13:59 - Akashaya Ramacandra Pr Mayapur: @79259080108 Maharaj kindly correct if this is not what you were referring to as sastric pramana for Vaishnavis to offer Diksha service.
10/22/20, 15:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: Dandavats Pranams Prabhujis and Matajis..
I now have a full blown answer to all the points raised by @79116046649 during the yesterday session. I am going to post it in couple of formats. One will be a full simple text post, then about 5 bitmap snapshots. If any of you want to search for texts you may use the text post and those who want to see nice and clean formatted output may use the images.

I would like to remind everyone, we are only answering the question raised by @79116046649 Prabhuas a pre-requiste to my question 1 as where is the sastra-pramana for implementing FDG. @79116046649 Prabhu said it is important to answer whether Srila Prabhupada's statements are sastra or greater than sastra or.... So these posts are addressing that question. 

Here we go....
10/22/20, 15:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:39 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please use the numbers mentioned in file name for sequence since I have no way to control that upload... Now posting the entire text.
10/22/20, 15:39 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/22/20, 15:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/22/20, 15:41 - sridhara srinivasa das: Discussions Summary - Madan Mohan Prabhu and Sridhara Srinivasa das (22-Oct-20):
•	Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP here afterwards)  states Srila Prabupada’s words are sastra or greater than sastra and so no need to harmonize sastra with his words (written and spoken) and must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra. This we will take as “sadhu-vakya” since MMP is certainly a elevated schlor and sadhu.
•	Our original response to his position is “no” and current response is “NO”
•	MMP objected citing SBV Volume 3 (it is actually volume 2), Chapter titled “Bhagavata Parampara,” about a footnote added by HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja: as and Jiva-goswami’s statements as pramana. 
•	However, MMP skilfully misquoted H H Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja who doesn’t write things which MMP is trying to fill in his book. For instance 
o	MMP quotes Maharaja saying: “pure devotee’s words need not be harmonized with sastra;” This statement is not there in Maharaja’s footnote. 
o	MMP intentionally skipped the opening statement of paragraph that says “Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof,” defeating MMP’s philosophy. He is caught here for selective quoting.
•	Thus the philosophy that Srila Prabhupada is above sastra in hierarchy of pramanas is that of MMP and not of H H Bhakti Vikasa Maharaja. Those who want to know more about it can hear his seminar on this topic, click here 
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PL8hWVTeVdFUk4TLTWbQVMVuoyby1BSSbE
•	But before he goes to sadhu-vakya he must study and follow jagad-guru Srila Prabhupada vakya as stated in purport CC Madhya 20.352.

“… Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura says, sādhu-śāstra-guru-vākya, cittete kariyā aikya. One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture. If a spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person. The śāstra is the center for all. Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras;…”[CC Madhya 20.352 purport]
•	So here we find that in CC Madhya 20.352, Srila Prabhupada (guru-vakya) says sadhu-vakya must be centered upon sastra vakya and he cites Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura and Lord Caitanya and sastra as the basis for his statements.
•	But MMP sadhu’s vakya (sadhu-vakya) has the fault of not only lacking sastra-pramana (sastra-vakya) since he only quoted other sadhu-vakyas and guru-vakyas but it directly disobeys Srila Prabhupada’s instructions of CC Madhya 20.352.
•	Hence as a humble follower of Srila Prabhupada, following his purport to CC Madhya 20.352 our humble self finds that MMP sadhu-vakya should be rejected since his position is not backed up by a sastra pramana.
•	Our humble self’s understanding is that Srila Prabhupada’s books are the basis as per Srila Prabhupada’s vakya and especially SB 4.12.32 purport is the basis for declaring that FDG has no sastra backing and hence should FDG should not be implemented.
•	HH Sivarama Swami Maharaja a senior Srila Prabhupada disciple, a former GBC under whom MMP also served for many years has categorically stated in his video release that SB 4.12.32 purport is the basis for FDG decision and that as per that purport FDG should not be implemented.
•	Our understanding as per instructions of CC Madhya 20.352 is that the Narada Pancaratra verse 1.42 (sastra-vakya) does not allow women to be a diksa guru and SB 4.12.32 purport is perfectly matching that sastra-vakya. Hence SB 4.12.32 purport is the final word as per Srila Prabhupada, which is what our humble self have always emphasised in the rest of this document and other medium of publications.
10/22/20, 15:41 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/22/20, 15:50 - sridhara srinivasa das: <Media omitted>
10/22/20, 15:50 - sridhara srinivasa das: //MMP said:
HH Bhakti Vikasa Maharaja then cites in the footnote Srila Bhaktivinoda Thakura and Narada Muni:

[147]The basic definition of an ācārya is given in Vāyu Purāṇa:

ācinoti yaḥ śāstrārtham ācāre sthāpayaty api
svayam ācarate yasmād ācāryas tena kīrtitaḥ

An ācārya is one who fully understands the conclusions of the revealed scriptures and whose behavior reflects his deep realization. He is a living example, for he teaches the meaning of the scriptures by both word and deed.

*Nevertheless, a fully liberated ācārya is not constricted by rules of scripture meant for regulating and uplifting those who have not realized the essence of śastra.* Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof. *Yet in one sense, self-realized persons are more important than śastra because they explain and fulfill its purpose by making its meaning understandable to eligible people. The statement "An ācārya can make śastra" means that a fully God-realized emissary can introduce practical adjustments that may not be clearly mentioned in but serve the purpose of śastra.*
//
This is referenced by MMP as volume 3 in his above comment, but after searching we found that it is in volume 2. The emphasized text are presented in his subsequent conversation that aid MMP’s stated position that Srila Prabhupada’s words are sastra or greater. But the highlighted statement in the above quote that is not emphasised, “Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof,” because it in itself defeats the position taken by MMP. It is also stated that Srila Prabhupada as an elevated self-realized soul has a duty to follow sastra regulations of citing sastra-praman and harmonizing with sastra and also he has to transmit it to his disciples as such. Only those who receive the transmission and follow those injunctions of sastra as highest pramana and harmonizing the guru and sadhu vakyas with sastric pramana (CC Madhya 20.352) are true followers and others are not. Is MMP for reasons of missing to study or mistake of ignoring this statement of Maharaja seems to be tuned to the wrong transmission band and he wants all of us to get on that band wagon leading to treacherous paths. The next section will analyse all other aspects of Maharaja’s quote in more detail.
 
//MMP said::
10/21/20, 21:16 - +X XXX XXX-XX-XX: I have provided a quote from your Guru Maharaja's book, not mine. There he says and proves by quotes from acaryas that liberated acaryas are:

1) beyond sastra;
2) SKIPPED Intentionally;
//
1)	beyond sastra; This is a valid statement because as a “person sastra” he only can give us the real knowledge contained in the “book sastra” which ultimately comes from the Lord and his great devotees. “Sastra personified” Srila Prabhupada like all other “sastra personified” acaryas, are great that through their statements (“sastras”) they are empowered to establish guidelines for the rest of us (his followers) beyond doubt the supremacy and their sub-servient state to the “book sastra” [CC Madhya 20.352]. Acarya is beyond sastra but we his followers are not beyond sastra and hence have to follow sastras in the way the acarya asks us to follow. [again CC Madhya 20.352]

2)	MMP skipped, “Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof,” thereby defeating MMP’s philosophy.  Certainly MMP’s claim that he is citing my Guru Maharaja’s statement as support is not correct. This is an important point. 
Moving on, this means that the acarya’s duty is to follow and transmit the message as it is, although he is beyond sastra, just as Lord Krishna says that yad yad acarati sresta….so Lord Krishna says that even though he does not have to follow the rules He does follow the rules since the common man’s benefit. Similarly this statement by Maharaja clearly says that even though Srila Prabhupada does not have to cite sastra pramana for his statements he does give pramanas every single time and hence we all must also follow that and always cite pramana for our statements. Srila Prabhupada does this to teach us the importance of following sastra and we all must follow the sastra in the footsteps of the acarya. [CC Madhya 20.352]

 
// MMP continues….:
3) can make sastra;
4) need not be harmonized with sastra;
5) can make sastra authoritative; and
6) must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra.
//
3)	need not be harmonized with sastra;
This statement is not there in Maharaja’s footnote. Maharaja only says that the self-realized persons are more important than sastras but he did not say that what they speak need not be in harmony with sastra. This is misrepresentation of Maharaja. 
"No," because it is against the instruction of SP and acharyas in that we must remember that SP knows what he is saying, but it is YOUR UNDERSTANDING THAT NEEDS TO BE HAROMONIZED. [CC Madhya 20.352]

4)	can make sastra;
can make sastra; "yes"… Maharaja clearly says that their commentaries are based on “book sastras” that way the commentaries are recommended for janataga viplavat or creating revolutions in the life of most fallen in an understandable manner to eligible persons. The eligibility is to first accept sabda pramana as supreme then accept a spiritual master and follow that acarya as it is in aikya with sastras - Bhasyakya laukikam mantram -  BS 1.54 in that way acarya can give the same mantras mentioned before in a bhasya format in regional custom or language thereby giving him eligibility to follow sastra. The acarya will not create his own sastra
5)	can make sastra authoritative; and
can make sastra authoritative; This is not there in Mahraja’s statements. What is there is that, “The statement "An ācārya can make śastra" means that a fully God-realized emissary can introduce practical adjustments that may not be clearly mentioned in but serve the purpose of śastra.” Yes self-realized persons are empowered to introduce the change or practical adjustments in alignment with sastra (serve the purpose of sastra) but not sastra viruddha. 

6)	must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra.
Misrepresentation of Maharaja’s statement… not there in Maharaja’s footnotes. We conditioned souls cannot imitate acarya and introduce a system that is against the sastra on the nominal loyalty to the acarya. Point number 5 (serve the purpose of śastra ) not sastra virudhha and Point 2 that MMP skipped clearly says the acarya’s duty is to follow sastra.
 
//MMP said: 
Do you agree that the above 5 points should be applied to Srila Prabhupada's statements on VDG?
//
Since you had skipped an important point it is in total 6. 
In short summary: MMP skilfully misquoted H H Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja who doesn’t write things which MMP is trying to fill in his book. For instance 
o	MMP quotes Maharaja saying: “pure devotee’s words need not be harmonized with sastra;” This statement is not there in Maharaja’s footnote. 
o	MMP intentionally skipped the opening statement of paragraph that says “Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof,” defeating MMP’s philosophy. He is caught here for selective quoting.
Thus the philosophy that Srila Prabhupada is above sastra in hierarchy of pramanas is that of MMP and not of H H Bhakti Vikasa Maharaja. Those who want to know more about it can hear his seminar on this topic, click here 

https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PL8hWVTeVdFUk4TLTWbQVMVuoyby1BSSbE

 
// MMP said:
10/21/20, 21:05 - +X XXX XXX-XX-XX: The same is stated by Srila Jiva Gosvami in Tattva-sandarbha, Sarva-saṁvādinī commentary on Text 9: 
tatra vaiduṣe ca vipratipatti-bhramādi-nṛ-doṣa-rāhityāt,  śabdasyāpi tan-mūlatvāc ca

“About the perceptions of the wise there is no disagreement, because these perceptions are devoid of the human weaknesses, such as faulty judgment. Moreover, the perceptions of the wise are the basis of even verbal testimony [śabda-pramāṇa]”.

Do you agree that Srila Prabhupada is one such viduh, or wise seer, on whose perception even sabda-pramana rests?
10/21/20, 21:09 - +X XXX XXX-XX-XX: I beg to disagree. You asked me to produce a sastric pramana for VDG. I sought to clarify if Srila Prabhupada's statements in your eyes would qualify as a sastric pramana, to which you gave an evasive answer. I then cited your Guru Maharaja, who in turns cites Bhaktivinoda Thakura, Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati and Narada Muni — all stating that words of a liberated acarya are beyond sastra, need not be harmonized by sastra and must be followed as sastra even if not readily supported by it. Do you disagree?
//
We already proved that MMP’s statement of his position in guise of a question or clarification or citing my Guru Maharaja is his own vakya and not linked to my Guru Maharaja. So MMP’s vakya that Srila Prabhupada is one such viduh, or wise seer, on whose perception even sabda-pramana rests, qualifies as a guru or sadhu vakya category. But where is support of a sastra-vakya for this statement as Srila Prabhupada himself mandates us to provide, as below:
“… Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura says, sādhu-śāstra-guru-vākya, cittete kariyā aikya. One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture. If a spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person. The śāstra is the center for all. Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras;…”[CC Madhya 20.352 purport]

So we have proved that MMP’s statement that Srila Prabhupada’s perception is above the sabda-pramana should be rejected as directed by Srila Prabhupada.
 
Analysis: page 1/2
==========
So what we are discussing here is the hierarchy of pramanas. This is the fundamental aspect of devotional service that is indispensable, undebatable, and undisputable chain of authority. Any difference of opinion on this topic lead one to the same difference between a theist versus atheist.

First of all it seems clear that accepting MMP’s position means that we should accept all statements of Srila Prabhupada without any questioning of any form because Srila Prabhupada’s words are greater than sastra. If we question, interpret (give alternate explanation) or interpolate (say things that are not there in the original statements) Srila Prabhupada’s words then it is akin to disagreeing with authority of the sastra which is atheism. [If disagree to this approach, proceed to the heading “End of discussion:”]

For the moment let us assume or accept MMP’s argument, based on his understanding of statements of parama-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja. He claims that exalted devotees like His Divine Grace Srila Prabhupada’s words are even greater than sastra and should be carried out as it is. If so then we first have to follow parama-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja’s words that instructs us to follow Srila Prabhupada’s, purports, that are greater than sastras, as it is without any change whatsoever. So let us consider one of those purports to CC Madhya 20.352 which is as below:
“… Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura says, sādhu-śāstra-guru-vākya, cittete kariyā aikya. One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture. If a spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person. The śāstra is the center for all. Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras;…”[CC Madhya 20.352 purport]

So we find that we are instructed by His Divine Grace Srila Prabhupada, who cites the next higher authority elevated Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura’s statement, stating that:
1.	One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. 
2.	The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture.
3.	If a spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person.
4.	The śāstra is the center for all.
5.	Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras;

So, if MMP disagrees with the any of the above 5 points or any of the purport to CC Madhya 20.352 then the conversation should end here, because he is not following param-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja’s words to accept Srila Prabhupada words/purport as greater than sastra. [If so, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

 
Analysis: page 2/2
==========
Point 1: If MMP agrees with the purport to CC Madhya 20.352 then as per point 1, Srila Prabhupada cites his higher authority who states that one should accept a thing as genuine by studying sadhu-vakya, guru-vakya, and sastra-vakya with the understanding that one should have a union (aikya) of sadhu-vakya, guru-vakya, and sastra-vakya, which means that we have to study all the three vakyas before accepting what is genuine. [If disagree, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

Point 2: Moving on, Srila Prabhupada states that sastra is the actual center. So Srila Prabhupada instruction or statement which is even above the sastra (“sastra personified”), is that we should keep “book sastra” as the center. [If disagree, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

Now in point 3 Srila Prabhupada instructs us what we should do in the event of any confusion or disagreement among devotees who study the words of a guru (Srila Prabhupada) and sadhu (for instance elevated vaishnavas or acaryas of other sampradaya). Srila Prabhupada instructs us to consult the “book sastras” to determine the correct course of action. [If disagree, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

Now proceeding to point 4, Srila Prabhupada clearly declares beyond any confusion that sastra is the center of all. Among sadhu-vakyas, guru-vakyas, or sastra vakya, sastra-vakya is the center of everything without any question. Here we find a “sastra personified” instructing followers to follow the “book sastra.” [If disagree, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

Now proceeding to point 5, Srila Prabhupada (sastra personified) cautions us about how in kali-yuga (present moment) some people do not refer to the “book sastras.” Which people is he referring to here? He in the role of “sastra personified” is certainly referring to those who are not following “book sastra” specifically. [If disagree, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

If one argues that in point 5 the term sastra refers to “person sastra” then it can lead to impersonalism or mayavada that “sastra personified” (Srila Prabhupada) is only referring to non-distinguishable “sastra personified” or his own self “sastra personified.” 
If every pure elevated devotee is “sastra personified” then also there is possibility of misunderstanding that there is no difference between “sastra personified” in the form of  Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura’s statements and the “sastra personified” in the form of Srila Prabhupada’s statement and that “all are one!” If there is any difference between these two acarya’s statements which other “sastra personified” should we seek to resolve it, if there is no hierarchy of “sastra personifieds?”  [If continue to argue on this point, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]
 
Conclusion 1:
==========
We cannot accept MMP’s stated position (misconstrued disposition) that Srila Prabhupada’s words are the final authority and no need to harmonize with the sastras. By accepting his position then we will only be led to impersonalism, mayavada, or Baudha-vada. By the arrangement of the Lord, MMP has brought out a classic example and the exact use case to demonstrate how to derive the right conclusions or explanation to parama-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami’s comment to BSV volume 2 with respect to hierarchy of pramana:

The first principle for followers is to accept that the statements of their guru that is aligned with their guru parampara culiminating in parama-guru, Lord Sri Krishna, the speaker, knower, and personified sastras. In this way if we follow the statements made by parama-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami maharaja that we do not question the statements of pure devotees and consider them to be beyond the three modes of material nature and that their statements unless specific are valid for all times (kala) and all circumstances then we find the right answers:
Conclusion 2:
==========
So yet again, what was referred as an exceptional case one cannot apply those exceptions to become the rule. If we agree with MMP position then we will have to skip reciting and understanding the portions of vedic scriptures that declare sastra as the final verdict then we will become exemplars of disturbance to society as stated by Srila Rupa Goswami’s words in Bhakti Rasamrita sindhu for ignoring sastra (sruti smrti puranadi pancaratrim vidhi vina aikantiker harer bhaktir utpadayaeva kalpate). For instance, let us consider the case what should we do if there are some irreconcilable situation of sadhu-vakya or guru-vakya against sastra-vakya? Let us consult SB 10.33.31 that emphatically establishes this fact that the exceptions are not to be used to set norms but only to support norms.
īśvarāṇāṁ vacaḥ satyaṁ  tathaivācaritaṁ kvacit
teṣāṁ yat sva-vaco-yuktaṁ  buddhimāṁs tat samācaret
“The statements of the Lord’s empowered servants are always true, and the acts they perform are exemplary when consistent with those statements. Therefore one who is intelligent should carry out their instructions.”
So Sukadeva Goswami is also a “sastra personified” and he answers the question of hierarchy of pramana for us to follow. Yes, Srila Prabhupada’s words are satyam in that woman diksa gurus are not so many and also that his statement that being a woman suniti could not become Dhruva maharaja’s diksa guru has to be satyam. Yet, following the instruction of his higher authority “sastra personified” in the form of Sukadeva Goswami and Srimad Bhagavatam we find that even though Srila Prabhupada said there can be woman diksa guru who are not so many he did not appoint even one women in any leadership position not to speak of female diksa guru or one among the 11 ritvik representatives.

So Sukadeva Goswami is also a “sastra personified” and he answers the question of hierarchy of pramana for us to follow. Yes, Srila Prabhupada’s words are satyam in that woman diksa gurus are not so many and also that his statement that being a woman suniti could not become Dhruva maharaja’s diksa guru has to be satyam. Yet, following the instruction of his higher authority “sastra personified” in the form of Sukadeva Goswami and Srimad Bhagavatam we find that even though Srila Prabhupada said there can be woman diksa guru who are not so many he did not appoint even one women in any leadership position not to speak of female diksa guru or one among the 11 ritvik representatives.
Conclusion 3:
==========
In all Vaishnava Sampradayas, especially the Sri Vaishnava Sampradaya, the followers consider the bhasyas of Sripada Ramanujacarya or Sriman Vedantadesika (Sriman Venkatanatha), or Sriman Manavala Mamuni or the “Iedu” (commentaries to Divya Prabandam).to be far more important within their sampradaya, they never interpolated or interpreted and some of them do not even approach sastras directly without commentaries yet they all have always considered sastras as the highest in the hierarchy of their pramanas and they always harmonized with the commentaries or sastra pramanas.
Conclusion 4:
==========
For instance: Sri Kanchiprativadi Bayangaram Annagaracarya of the Sri Vaishnava sampradaya defends Sripada Ramanujacarya’s statements in his Sri Bhasya commentary to verse 4.8 paritranaya sadhunam. In that commentary Sripada Ramanujacarya states that the Lord incarnates in this material world in person only to give pleasure or personally protect his devotees and not for killing asuras or establishing dharma the latter two activities he can do that by sitting in Vaikunta itself., but the first activity he cannot do it sitting in Vaikundam. Actually this is not substantiated by any of the Sanskrit vedas. So a long pending attack from the opponents (mayavadis) that there is no sastra pramana for this statement. But Sri Kanchi Bayangaram Swami in his work “Dramidopanishad Prabhava Saram,” cites Dravida Veda (Tamil Vedas, Sri Nammalvar’s Tiruvaimoli) as the harmonizing reference in which the Lord assures Sri Nammalvar that to save Gajendra alone He came in Person.

End of discussion:
==========
Hence in all Vaishnava and Vedic tradition, harmonization of  acarya’s words with sastra vakyas are common and authorized process and not a forbidden process as MMP claims by misquoting param-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami’s works.

yei grantha-kartā cāhe sva-mata sthāpite
śāstrera sahaja artha nahe tāṅhā haite

[Prakāśānanda Sarasvatī said]Anyone who wants to establish his own opinion or philosophy certainly cannot explain any scripture according to the principle of direct interpretation. [CC Madhya 25.49]
It is clear that from above passages, that the basic hierarchy is that the knowledge comes from the Lord in an hierarchical fashion. Evam parampara praptam. If any misinterpretation or interpolation is introduced then it only will result in yoga nasta over time (sa kala neha). Hence by taking the position of sastra-viruddha MMP is at fault of Vedic knowledge 101 and the worst case is that his interpretations are only baudha and mayavada in nature.
veda nā māniyā bauddha haya ta’ nāstika (Cc. 2.6.168)
“The Buddhists do not recognize the authority of the Vedas; therefore they are considered agnostics.”
During our discussion over social media, we explained the same concepts with the example of SB 4.12.32 purport. However, if one were to contest that it is not the right example, we will now examine the same concept with another purport of Srila Prabhupada that actually is about the hierarchy of pramanas: [If disagree to this approach, proceed to the heading “End of discussion:”]
10/22/20, 15:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: I request the audience to bear with me for the upload flood....I cannot help it. What has been raised as a question is a very serious matter, because if not understood properly and in detail it only leads us into dangerous paths...
10/22/20, 15:56 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Yes
10/22/20, 15:56 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This was the question put by Madanmohan prabhu


Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, do you accept Srila Prabhupada's statements — in general and on the topic, both written and spoken — as no less authoritative than standard sastra, as fully harmonious with the sastra and is some respect as even more important that sastra —  and therefore they can and must be followed even if not readily found in scriptural directions?
10/22/20, 15:56 - sridhara srinivasa das: Thanks Prabhuji
10/22/20, 16:35 - +91 94371 79400: Only for clarification
Prabhupada books instructions are for all.
What prabhupada spoken to whom or send letter to whom or conversation or morning Walk talk or personal instructions are accordingly time, place and circumstances , even prabhupada said some time some instructions may be prabhupada said but can't impliment for all. It is not bound for all have to follow.
Prabhupada told someone stay brahmacari that doesn't mean becoming grihasta is bad or prabhupada said someone get marry that doesn't mean staying brahmacari is bad.
Or prabhupada said someone if u get any money u can keep with u for ur pocket expenses that doesn't mean who ever get any money we are going to put our pocket. So try to establish what ever srila prabhupada told in his books. This is my humble request to both groups.
10/22/20, 16:38 - Murari Prabhu: ".. I shall request you not to circulate all my letters that I address to you. Letters are sometimes personal and confidential, and if all letters are circulated, it may react reversely. I have already got some hints like that with letters I sent to you regarding Kirtanananda and Hayagriva. So in the future please do not circulate my letters to you. All my letters to you should be considered as confidential, and if you want at all to circulate, you just ask me before doing so."
 _From a letter to Brahmananda, 28 September, 1969_
10/22/20, 16:48 - sridhara srinivasa das: Excellent point..
But @79116046649 prabhu is trying to establish a chain of pramana in which his top priority is also books.

But in the case of FDG the hierarchy of pramana is

1. Books, SB 4.12.32
2. Lectures
3. Correspondences, private conversations etc..

@MMD prabhu yesterday attempted to establish that in the case of FDG SB 4.12.32 purport is not at all relevant because it is referring to a different yuga, persons with questionable culture etc... And that purport is not for ISKCON vaishnavi women. So one down..

According to @mmd sb 4.12.32 purport is out of equation.

Then they consider that only correspondences, conversations left... So Srila Prabhupada clearly said yes woman guru is possible, not so many.. Only special women... @MMD claims iskcon women are vaishnavis not ordinary woman and certainly fall under the category of special woman... They add some extra spice by establishing that Srila Prabhupada words are more than sastra so he said it so do it...

This is their narrative.... My 25 cents worth dramatic picturization...

Hope those who were not clear can see where @MMD is driving or sailing this FDG ship...

But this narrative is wrong because.... There is no sastra praman for FDG... But @mmd is trying his best to dismantle that requirement of sastra praman once and for all so it becomes free for all...

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/22/20, 18:01 - Krishnakirti Pr: Congratulations on a well-argued position. Sadhu! Sadhu!
10/22/20, 18:49 - sridhara srinivasa das: Okay while we are waiting for @79116046649 Prabhu to join, I want to post the snippets of the full blown document as snippets and plain text. So it can be located easily and not lost like images after some time...
10/22/20, 18:51 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 1-a - MMD using BVKS Maharaja as his pramana:
==================

//MMP said:
HH Bhakti Vikasa Maharaja then cites in the footnote Srila Bhaktivinoda Thakura and Narada Muni:

[147]The basic definition of an ācārya is given in Vāyu Purāṇa:

ācinoti yaḥ śāstrārtham ācāre sthāpayaty api
svayam ācarate yasmād ācāryas tena kīrtitaḥ

An ācārya is one who fully understands the conclusions of the revealed scriptures and whose behavior reflects his deep realization. He is a living example, for he teaches the meaning of the scriptures by both word and deed.

*Nevertheless, a fully liberated ācārya is not constricted by rules of scripture meant for regulating and uplifting those who have not realized the essence of śastra.* Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof. *Yet in one sense, self-realized persons are more important than śastra because they explain and fulfill its purpose by making its meaning understandable to eligible people. The statement "An ācārya can make śastra" means that a fully God-realized emissary can introduce practical adjustments that may not be clearly mentioned in but serve the purpose of śastra.*
//
This is referenced by MMP as volume 3 in his above comment, but after searching we found that it is in volume 2. The emphasized text are presented in his subsequent conversation that aid MMP’s stated position that Srila Prabhupada’s words are sastra or greater. But the highlighted statement in the above quote that is not emphasised, “Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof,” because it in itself defeats the position taken by MMP. It is also stated that Srila Prabhupada as an elevated self-realized soul has a duty to follow sastra regulations of citing sastra-praman and harmonizing with sastra and also he has to transmit it to his disciples as such. Only those who receive the transmission and follow those injunctions of sastra as highest pramana and harmonizing the guru and sadhu vakyas with sastric pramana (CC Madhya 20.352) are true followers and others are not. Is MMP for reasons of missing to study or mistake of ignoring this statement of Maharaja seems to be tuned to the wrong transmission band and he wants all of us to get on that band wagon leading to treacherous paths. The next section will analyse all other aspects of Maharaja’s quote in more detail.
10/22/20, 18:51 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 1-b - MMD using BVKS Maharaja as his pramana:
==================
10/22/20, 18:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 1-b - MMD using BVKS Maharaja as his pramana:
==================
//MMP said::
10/21/20, 21:16 - +X XXX XXX-XX-XX: I have provided a quote from your Guru Maharaja's book, not mine. There he says and proves by quotes from acaryas that liberated acaryas are:

1) beyond sastra;
2) SKIPPED Intentionally;
//
1)	beyond sastra; This is a valid statement because as a “person sastra” he only can give us the real knowledge contained in the “book sastra” which ultimately comes from the Lord and his great devotees. “Sastra personified” Srila Prabhupada like all other “sastra personified” acaryas, are great that through their statements (“sastras”) they are empowered to establish guidelines for the rest of us (his followers) beyond doubt the supremacy and their sub-servient state to the “book sastra” [CC Madhya 20.352]. Acarya is beyond sastra but we his followers are not beyond sastra and hence have to follow sastras in the way the acarya asks us to follow. [again CC Madhya 20.352]

2)	MMP skipped, “Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof,” thereby defeating MMP’s philosophy.  Certainly MMP’s claim that he is citing my Guru Maharaja’s statement as support is not correct. This is an important point. 
Moving on, this means that the acarya’s duty is to follow and transmit the message as it is, although he is beyond sastra, just as Lord Krishna says that yad yad acarati sresta….so Lord Krishna says that even though he does not have to follow the rules He does follow the rules since the common man’s benefit. Similarly this statement by Maharaja clearly says that even though Srila Prabhupada does not have to cite sastra pramana for his statements he does give pramanas every single time and hence we all must also follow that and always cite pramana for our statements. Srila Prabhupada does this to teach us the importance of following sastra and we all must follow the sastra in the footsteps of the acarya. [CC Madhya 20.352]
10/22/20, 18:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 1-c - MMD using BVKS Maharaja as his pramana:
==================


// MMP continues….:
3) can make sastra;
4) need not be harmonized with sastra;
5) can make sastra authoritative; and
6) must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra.
//
3)	need not be harmonized with sastra;
This statement is not there in Maharaja’s footnote. Maharaja only says that the self-realized persons are more important than sastras but he did not say that what they speak need not be in harmony with sastra. This is misrepresentation of Maharaja. 
"No," because it is against the instruction of SP and acharyas in that we must remember that SP knows what he is saying, but it is YOUR UNDERSTANDING THAT NEEDS TO BE HAROMONIZED. [CC Madhya 20.352]

4)	can make sastra;
can make sastra; "yes"… Maharaja clearly says that their commentaries are based on “book sastras” that way the commentaries are recommended for janataga viplavat or creating revolutions in the life of most fallen in an understandable manner to eligible persons. The eligibility is to first accept sabda pramana as supreme then accept a spiritual master and follow that acarya as it is in aikya with sastras - Bhasyakya laukikam mantram -  BS 1.54 in that way acarya can give the same mantras mentioned before in a bhasya format in regional custom or language thereby giving him eligibility to follow sastra. The acarya will not create his own sastra
5)	can make sastra authoritative; and
can make sastra authoritative; This is not there in Mahraja’s statements. What is there is that, “The statement "An ācārya can make śastra" means that a fully God-realized emissary can introduce practical adjustments that may not be clearly mentioned in but serve the purpose of śastra.” Yes self-realized persons are empowered to introduce the change or practical adjustments in alignment with sastra (serve the purpose of sastra) but not sastra viruddha. 

6)	must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra.
Misrepresentation of Maharaja’s statement… not there in Maharaja’s footnotes. We conditioned souls cannot imitate acarya and introduce a system that is against the sastra on the nominal loyalty to the acarya. Point number 5 (serve the purpose of śastra ) not sastra virudhha and Point 2 that MMP skipped clearly says the acarya’s duty is to follow sastra.
10/22/20, 18:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 1-d - MMD using BVKS Maharaja as his pramana:
==================
10/22/20, 18:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 1-d - MMD using BVKS Maharaja as his pramana:
==================
//MMP said: 
Do you agree that the above 5 points should be applied to Srila Prabhupada's statements on VDG?
//
Since you had skipped an important point it is in total 6. 
In short summary: MMP skilfully misquoted H H Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja who doesn’t write things which MMP is trying to fill in his book. For instance 
o	MMP quotes Maharaja saying: “pure devotee’s words need not be harmonized with sastra;” This statement is not there in Maharaja’s footnote. 
o	MMP intentionally skipped the opening statement of paragraph that says “Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof,” defeating MMP’s philosophy. He is caught here for selective quoting.
Thus the philosophy that Srila Prabhupada is above sastra in hierarchy of pramanas is that of MMP and not of H H Bhakti Vikasa Maharaja. Those who want to know more about it can hear his seminar on this topic, click here 

https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PL8hWVTeVdFUk4TLTWbQVMVuoyby1BSSbE
10/22/20, 18:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 1-e - MMD using Jiva Goswami as his pramana:
==================


// MMP said:
10/21/20, 21:05 - +X XXX XXX-XX-XX: The same is stated by Srila Jiva Gosvami in Tattva-sandarbha, Sarva-saṁvādinī commentary on Text 9: 
tatra vaiduṣe ca vipratipatti-bhramādi-nṛ-doṣa-rāhityāt,  śabdasyāpi tan-mūlatvāc ca

“About the perceptions of the wise there is no disagreement, because these perceptions are devoid of the human weaknesses, such as faulty judgment. Moreover, the perceptions of the wise are the basis of even verbal testimony [śabda-pramāṇa]”.

Do you agree that Srila Prabhupada is one such viduh, or wise seer, on whose perception even sabda-pramana rests?
10/21/20, 21:09 - +X XXX XXX-XX-XX: I beg to disagree. You asked me to produce a sastric pramana for VDG. I sought to clarify if Srila Prabhupada's statements in your eyes would qualify as a sastric pramana, to which you gave an evasive answer. I then cited your Guru Maharaja, who in turns cites Bhaktivinoda Thakura, Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati and Narada Muni — all stating that words of a liberated acarya are beyond sastra, need not be harmonized by sastra and must be followed as sastra even if not readily supported by it. Do you disagree?
//
We already proved that MMP’s statement of his position in guise of a question or clarification or citing my Guru Maharaja is his own vakya and not linked to my Guru Maharaja. So MMP’s vakya that Srila Prabhupada is one such viduh, or wise seer, on whose perception even sabda-pramana rests, qualifies as a guru or sadhu vakya category. But where is support of a sastra-vakya for this statement as Srila Prabhupada himself mandates us to provide, as below:
“… Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura says, sādhu-śāstra-guru-vākya, cittete kariyā aikya. One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture. If a spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person. The śāstra is the center for all. Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras;…”[CC Madhya 20.352 purport]

So we have proved that MMP’s statement that Srila Prabhupada’s perception is above the sabda-pramana should be rejected as directed by Srila Prabhupada.
10/22/20, 18:55 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 2 - MMD's position analysis part1 against CC Madhya 20.352
==================

Analysis: page 1/2
==========
So what we are discussing here is the hierarchy of pramanas. This is the fundamental aspect of devotional service that is indispensable, undebatable, and undisputable chain of authority. Any difference of opinion on this topic lead one to the same difference between a theist versus atheist.

First of all it seems clear that accepting MMP’s position means that we should accept all statements of Srila Prabhupada without any questioning of any form because Srila Prabhupada’s words are greater than sastra. If we question, interpret (give alternate explanation) or interpolate (say things that are not there in the original statements) Srila Prabhupada’s words then it is akin to disagreeing with authority of the sastra which is atheism. [If disagree to this approach, proceed to the heading “End of discussion:”]

For the moment let us assume or accept MMP’s argument, based on his understanding of statements of parama-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja. He claims that exalted devotees like His Divine Grace Srila Prabhupada’s words are even greater than sastra and should be carried out as it is. If so then we first have to follow parama-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja’s words that instructs us to follow Srila Prabhupada’s, purports, that are greater than sastras, as it is without any change whatsoever. So let us consider one of those purports to CC Madhya 20.352 which is as below:
“… Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura says, sādhu-śāstra-guru-vākya, cittete kariyā aikya. One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture. If a spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person. The śāstra is the center for all. Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras;…”[CC Madhya 20.352 purport]

So we find that we are instructed by His Divine Grace Srila Prabhupada, who cites the next higher authority elevated Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura’s statement, stating that:
1.	One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. 
2.	The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture.
3.	If a spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person.
4.	The śāstra is the center for all.
5.	Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras;

So, if MMP disagrees with the any of the above 5 points or any of the purport to CC Madhya 20.352 then the conversation should end here, because he is not following param-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja’s words to accept Srila Prabhupada words/purport as greater than sastra. [If so, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]
10/22/20, 18:55 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 2 - MMD's position analysis part2 against CC Madhya 20.352
==================
10/22/20, 18:55 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 2 - MMD's position analysis part2 against CC Madhya 20.352
==================


Analysis: page 2/2
==========
Point 1: If MMP agrees with the purport to CC Madhya 20.352 then as per point 1, Srila Prabhupada cites his higher authority who states that one should accept a thing as genuine by studying sadhu-vakya, guru-vakya, and sastra-vakya with the understanding that one should have a union (aikya) of sadhu-vakya, guru-vakya, and sastra-vakya, which means that we have to study all the three vakyas before accepting what is genuine. [If disagree, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

Point 2: Moving on, Srila Prabhupada states that sastra is the actual center. So Srila Prabhupada instruction or statement which is even above the sastra (“sastra personified”), is that we should keep “book sastra” as the center. [If disagree, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

Now in point 3 Srila Prabhupada instructs us what we should do in the event of any confusion or disagreement among devotees who study the words of a guru (Srila Prabhupada) and sadhu (for instance elevated vaishnavas or acaryas of other sampradaya). Srila Prabhupada instructs us to consult the “book sastras” to determine the correct course of action. [If disagree, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

Now proceeding to point 4, Srila Prabhupada clearly declares beyond any confusion that sastra is the center of all. Among sadhu-vakyas, guru-vakyas, or sastra vakya, sastra-vakya is the center of everything without any question. Here we find a “sastra personified” instructing followers to follow the “book sastra.” [If disagree, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

Now proceeding to point 5, Srila Prabhupada (sastra personified) cautions us about how in kali-yuga (present moment) some people do not refer to the “book sastras.” Which people is he referring to here? He in the role of “sastra personified” is certainly referring to those who are not following “book sastra” specifically. [If disagree, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]

If one argues that in point 5 the term sastra refers to “person sastra” then it can lead to impersonalism or mayavada that “sastra personified” (Srila Prabhupada) is only referring to non-distinguishable “sastra personified” or his own self “sastra personified.” 
If every pure elevated devotee is “sastra personified” then also there is possibility of misunderstanding that there is no difference between “sastra personified” in the form of  Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura’s statements and the “sastra personified” in the form of Srila Prabhupada’s statement and that “all are one!” If there is any difference between these two acarya’s statements which other “sastra personified” should we seek to resolve it, if there is no hierarchy of “sastra personifieds?”  [If continue to argue on this point, proceed to the label “End of discussion:”]
10/22/20, 18:56 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 3 - MMD's position analysis against other scriptures and other sampradaya traditions
==================


Conclusion 1:
==========
We cannot accept MMP’s stated position (misconstrued disposition) that Srila Prabhupada’s words are the final authority and no need to harmonize with the sastras. By accepting his position then we will only be led to impersonalism, mayavada, or Baudha-vada. By the arrangement of the Lord, MMP has brought out a classic example and the exact use case to demonstrate how to derive the right conclusions or explanation to parama-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami’s comment to BSV volume 2 with respect to hierarchy of pramana:

The first principle for followers is to accept that the statements of their guru that is aligned with their guru parampara culiminating in parama-guru, Lord Sri Krishna, the speaker, knower, and personified sastras. In this way if we follow the statements made by parama-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami maharaja that we do not question the statements of pure devotees and consider them to be beyond the three modes of material nature and that their statements unless specific are valid for all times (kala) and all circumstances then we find the right answers:
Conclusion 2:
==========
So yet again, what was referred as an exceptional case one cannot apply those exceptions to become the rule. If we agree with MMP position then we will have to skip reciting and understanding the portions of vedic scriptures that declare sastra as the final verdict then we will become exemplars of disturbance to society as stated by Srila Rupa Goswami’s words in Bhakti Rasamrita sindhu for ignoring sastra (sruti smrti puranadi pancaratrim vidhi vina aikantiker harer bhaktir utpadayaeva kalpate). For instance, let us consider the case what should we do if there are some irreconcilable situation of sadhu-vakya or guru-vakya against sastra-vakya? Let us consult SB 10.33.31 that emphatically establishes this fact that the exceptions are not to be used to set norms but only to support norms.
īśvarāṇāṁ vacaḥ satyaṁ  tathaivācaritaṁ kvacit
teṣāṁ yat sva-vaco-yuktaṁ  buddhimāṁs tat samācaret
“The statements of the Lord’s empowered servants are always true, and the acts they perform are exemplary when consistent with those statements. Therefore one who is intelligent should carry out their instructions.”
So Sukadeva Goswami is also a “sastra personified” and he answers the question of hierarchy of pramana for us to follow. Yes, Srila Prabhupada’s words are satyam in that woman diksa gurus are not so many and also that his statement that being a woman suniti could not become Dhruva maharaja’s diksa guru has to be satyam. Yet, following the instruction of his higher authority “sastra personified” in the form of Sukadeva Goswami and Srimad Bhagavatam we find that even though Srila Prabhupada said there can be woman diksa guru who are not so many he did not appoint even one women in any leadership position not to speak of female diksa guru or one among the 11 ritvik representatives.

So Sukadeva Goswami is also a “sastra personified” and he answers the question of hierarchy of pramana for us to follow. Yes, Srila Prabhupada’s words are satyam in that woman diksa gurus are not so many and also that his statement that being a woman suniti could not become Dhruva maharaja’s diksa guru has to be satyam. Yet, following the instruction of his higher authority “sastra personified” in the form of Sukadeva Goswami and Srimad Bhagavatam we find that even though Srila Prabhupada said there can be woman diksa guru who are not so many he did not appoint even one women in any leadership position not to speak of female diksa guru or one among the 11 ritvik representatives.
Conclusion 3:
==========
In all Vaishnava Sampradayas, especially the Sri Vaishnava Sampradaya, the followers consider the bhasyas of Sripada Ramanujacarya or Sriman Vedantadesika (Sriman Venkatanatha), or Sriman Manavala Mamuni or the “Iedu” (commentaries to Divya Prabandam).to be far more important within their sampradaya, they never interpolated or interpreted and some of them do not even approach sastras directly without commentaries yet they all have always considered sastras as the highest in the hierarchy of their pramanas and they always harmonized with the commentaries or sastra pramanas.
Conclusion 4:
==========
For instance: Sri Kanchiprativadi Bayangaram Annagaracarya of the Sri Vaishnava sampradaya defends Sripada Ramanujacarya’s statements in his Sri Bhasya commentary to verse 4.8 paritranaya sadhunam. In that commentary Sripada Ramanujacarya states that the Lord incarnates in this material world in person only to give pleasure or personally protect his devotees and not for killing asuras or establishing dharma the latter two activities he can do that by sitting in Vaikunta itself., but the first activity he cannot do it sitting in Vaikundam. Actually this is not substantiated by any of the Sanskrit vedas. So a long pending attack from the opponents (mayavadis) that there is no sastra pramana for this statement. But Sri Kanchi Bayangaram Swami in his work “Dramidopanishad Prabhava Saram,” cites Dravida Veda (Tamil Vedas, Sri Nammalvar’s Tiruvaimoli) as the harmonizing reference in which the Lord assures Sri Nammalvar that to save Gajendra alone He came in Person.
10/22/20, 18:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post Number 3 - MMD's position analysis -End of discussion
==================

End of discussion:
==========
Hence in all Vaishnava and Vedic tradition, harmonization of  acarya’s words with sastra vakyas are common and authorized process and not a forbidden process as MMP claims by misquoting param-pujya Bhakti Vikasa Swami’s works.

yei grantha-kartā cāhe sva-mata sthāpite
śāstrera sahaja artha nahe tāṅhā haite

[Prakāśānanda Sarasvatī said]Anyone who wants to establish his own opinion or philosophy certainly cannot explain any scripture according to the principle of direct interpretation. [CC Madhya 25.49]
It is clear that from above passages, that the basic hierarchy is that the knowledge comes from the Lord in an hierarchical fashion. Evam parampara praptam. If any misinterpretation or interpolation is introduced then it only will result in yoga nasta over time (sa kala neha). Hence by taking the position of sastra-viruddha MMP is at fault of Vedic knowledge 101 and the worst case is that his interpretations are only baudha and mayavada in nature.
veda nā māniyā bauddha haya ta’ nāstika (Cc. 2.6.168)
“The Buddhists do not recognize the authority of the Vedas; therefore they are considered agnostics.”
During our discussion over social media, we explained the same concepts with the example of SB 4.12.32 purport. However, if one were to contest that it is not the right example, we will now examine the same concept with another purport of Srila Prabhupada that actually is about the hierarchy of pramanas: [If disagree to this approach, proceed to the heading “End of discussion:”]
10/22/20, 18:59 - sridhara srinivasa das: Now the summary of discussions:
==================

Discussions Summary - Madan Mohan Prabhu and Sridhara Srinivasa das (22-Oct-20):
•	Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP here afterwards)  states Srila Prabupada’s words are sastra or greater than sastra and so no need to harmonize sastra with his words (written and spoken) and must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra. This we will take as “sadhu-vakya” since MMP is certainly a elevated schlor and sadhu.
•	Our original response to his position is “no” and current response is “NO”
•	MMP objected citing SBV Volume 3 (it is actually volume 2), Chapter titled “Bhagavata Parampara,” about a footnote added by HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja: as and Jiva-goswami’s statements as pramana. 
•	However, MMP skilfully misquoted H H Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja who doesn’t write things which MMP is trying to fill in his book. For instance 
o	MMP quotes Maharaja saying: “pure devotee’s words need not be harmonized with sastra;” This statement is not there in Maharaja’s footnote. 
o	MMP intentionally skipped the opening statement of paragraph that says “Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof,” defeating MMP’s philosophy. He is caught here for selective quoting.
•	Thus the philosophy that Srila Prabhupada is above sastra in hierarchy of pramanas is that of MMP and not of H H Bhakti Vikasa Maharaja. Those who want to know more about it can hear his seminar on this topic, click here 
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PL8hWVTeVdFUk4TLTWbQVMVuoyby1BSSbE
•	But before he goes to sadhu-vakya he must study and follow jagad-guru Srila Prabhupada vakya as stated in purport CC Madhya 20.352.

“… Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura says, sādhu-śāstra-guru-vākya, cittete kariyā aikya. One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture. If a spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person. The śāstra is the center for all. Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras;…”[CC Madhya 20.352 purport]
•	So here we find that in CC Madhya 20.352, Srila Prabhupada (guru-vakya) says sadhu-vakya must be centered upon sastra vakya and he cites Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura and Lord Caitanya and sastra as the basis for his statements.
•	But MMP sadhu’s vakya (sadhu-vakya) has the fault of not only lacking sastra-pramana (sastra-vakya) since he only quoted other sadhu-vakyas and guru-vakyas but it directly disobeys Srila Prabhupada’s instructions of CC Madhya 20.352.
•	Hence as a humble follower of Srila Prabhupada, following his purport to CC Madhya 20.352 our humble self finds that MMP sadhu-vakya should be rejected since his position is not backed up by a sastra pramana.
•	Our humble self’s understanding is that Srila Prabhupada’s books are the basis as per Srila Prabhupada’s vakya and especially SB 4.12.32 purport is the basis for declaring that FDG has no sastra backing and hence should FDG should not be implemented.
•	HH Sivarama Swami Maharaja a senior Srila Prabhupada disciple, a former GBC under whom MMP also served for many years has categorically stated in his video release that SB 4.12.32 purport is the basis for FDG decision and that as per that purport FDG should not be implemented.
•	Our understanding as per instructions of CC Madhya 20.352 is that the Narada Pancaratra verse 1.42 (sastra-vakya) does not allow women to be a diksa guru and SB 4.12.32 purport is perfectly matching that sastra-vakya. Hence SB 4.12.32 purport is the final word as per Srila Prabhupada, which is what our humble self have always emphasised in the rest of this document and other medium of publications.
10/22/20, 20:53 - Akashaya Ramacandra Pr Mayapur left
10/22/20, 22:36 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you for your messages, @917373089272, Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu. I was forced to change my flights so I am still in transit till tomorrow morning, but will definitely go through your texts and will get back to you. Thank you and other devotes for your patience. your servant, Madana-mohan das
10/22/20, 22:38 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Grear
10/22/20, 22:38 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: See u tomorrow
10/23/20, 08:10 - Hg Sarvadrik Prbhuji Mayapur joined using this group's invite link
10/23/20, 08:39 - Kisora Pr. Mayapur Dasa joined using this group's invite link
10/23/20, 10:18 - Balarama Acarya BVKS New joined using this group's invite link
10/23/20, 10:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: For those who joined recently.. Here is the summary of current topic
10/23/20, 10:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: Excellent point..
But @79116046649 prabhu is trying to establish a chain of pramana in which his top priority is also books.

But in the case of FDG the hierarchy of pramana is

1. Books, SB 4.12.32
2. Lectures
3. Correspondences, private conversations etc..

@MMD prabhu yesterday attempted to establish that in the case of FDG SB 4.12.32 purport is not at all relevant because it is referring to a different yuga, persons with questionable culture etc... And that purport is not for ISKCON vaishnavi women. So one down..

According to @mmd sb 4.12.32 purport is out of equation.

Then they consider that only correspondences, conversations left... So Srila Prabhupada clearly said yes woman guru is possible, not so many.. Only special women... @MMD claims iskcon women are vaishnavis not ordinary woman and certainly fall under the category of special woman... They add some extra spice by establishing that Srila Prabhupada words are more than sastra so he said it so do it...

This is their narrative.... My 25 cents worth dramatic picturization...

Hope those who were not clear can see where @MMD is driving or sailing this FDG ship...

But this narrative is wrong because.... There is no sastra praman for FDG... But @mmd is trying his best to dismantle that requirement of sastra praman once and for all so it becomes free for all...

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/23/20, 10:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: This was the question put by Madanmohan prabhu


Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu, do you accept Srila Prabhupada's statements — in general and on the topic, both written and spoken — as no less authoritative than standard sastra, as fully harmonious with the sastra and is some respect as even more important that sastra —  and therefore they can and must be followed even if not readily found in scriptural directions?
10/23/20, 10:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: Dandavats Pranams Prabhujis and Matajis..
I now have a full blown answer to all the points raised by @79116046649 during the yesterday session. I am going to post it in couple of formats. One will be a full simple text post, then about 5 bitmap snapshots. If any of you want to search for texts you may use the text post and those who want to see nice and clean formatted output may use the images.

I would like to remind everyone, we are only answering the question raised by @79116046649 Prabhuas a pre-requiste to my question 1 as where is the sastra-pramana for implementing FDG. @79116046649 Prabhu said it is important to answer whether Srila Prabhupada's statements are sastra or greater than sastra or.... So these posts are addressing that question. 

Here we go....
10/23/20, 10:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: Now the summary of discussions:
==================

Discussions Summary - Madan Mohan Prabhu and Sridhara Srinivasa das (22-Oct-20):
•	Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP here afterwards)  states Srila Prabupada’s words are sastra or greater than sastra and so no need to harmonize sastra with his words (written and spoken) and must be followed even if and when their instructions cannot be readily verified by sastra. This we will take as “sadhu-vakya” since MMP is certainly a elevated schlor and sadhu.
•	Our original response to his position is “no” and current response is “NO”
•	MMP objected citing SBV Volume 3 (it is actually volume 2), Chapter titled “Bhagavata Parampara,” about a footnote added by HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja: as and Jiva-goswami’s statements as pramana. 
•	However, MMP skilfully misquoted H H Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja who doesn’t write things which MMP is trying to fill in his book. For instance 
o	MMP quotes Maharaja saying: “pure devotee’s words need not be harmonized with sastra;” This statement is not there in Maharaja’s footnote. 
o	MMP intentionally skipped the opening statement of paragraph that says “Śāstra is given by God, and the duty of an ācārya is to follow and transmit the message thereof,” defeating MMP’s philosophy. He is caught here for selective quoting.
•	Thus the philosophy that Srila Prabhupada is above sastra in hierarchy of pramanas is that of MMP and not of H H Bhakti Vikasa Maharaja. Those who want to know more about it can hear his seminar on this topic, click here 
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PL8hWVTeVdFUk4TLTWbQVMVuoyby1BSSbE
•	But before he goes to sadhu-vakya he must study and follow jagad-guru Srila Prabhupada vakya as stated in purport CC Madhya 20.352.

“… Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura says, sādhu-śāstra-guru-vākya, cittete kariyā aikya. One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture. If a spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person. The śāstra is the center for all. Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras;…”[CC Madhya 20.352 purport]
•	So here we find that in CC Madhya 20.352, Srila Prabhupada (guru-vakya) says sadhu-vakya must be centered upon sastra vakya and he cites Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura and Lord Caitanya and sastra as the basis for his statements.
•	But MMP sadhu’s vakya (sadhu-vakya) has the fault of not only lacking sastra-pramana (sastra-vakya) since he only quoted other sadhu-vakyas and guru-vakyas but it directly disobeys Srila Prabhupada’s instructions of CC Madhya 20.352.
•	Hence as a humble follower of Srila Prabhupada, following his purport to CC Madhya 20.352 our humble self finds that MMP sadhu-vakya should be rejected since his position is not backed up by a sastra pramana.
•	Our humble self’s understanding is that Srila Prabhupada’s books are the basis as per Srila Prabhupada’s vakya and especially SB 4.12.32 purport is the basis for declaring that FDG has no sastra backing and hence should FDG should not be implemented.
•	HH Sivarama Swami Maharaja a senior Srila Prabhupada disciple, a former GBC under whom MMP also served for many years has categorically stated in his video release that SB 4.12.32 purport is the basis for FDG decision and that as per that purport FDG should not be implemented.
•	Our understanding as per instructions of CC Madhya 20.352 is that the Narada Pancaratra verse 1.42 (sastra-vakya) does not allow women to be a diksa guru and SB 4.12.32 purport is perfectly matching that sastra-vakya. Hence SB 4.12.32 purport is the final word as per Srila Prabhupada, which is what our humble self have always emphasised in the rest of this document and other medium of publications.
10/23/20, 10:56 - sridhara srinivasa das: Currently @919381063234 is the moderator. @79116046649 and my humble self are discussing the above topic of Srila Prabhupada words vs Sastra. Which is greater or higher?
10/23/20, 11:00 - Balarama Acarya BVKS New: I would suggest to accept forbiden methods of nyaya as wrangling (jalpa), irrational reasoning (vitanda), specious reasoning (hetvabhasa) and, unfair reply (chala), as an inappropriate and not fitting to brahminical discussion methods and even equally offensive to participants as disrespectful remarks
10/23/20, 11:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: Point taken from my side. I will adhere to this Prabhu.. Sorry if I sounded in anyways.

I jyst wanted to bring the newcomers upto speed.

We should wait for Madan Mohana Prabhu to respond to my post.. But i forgive for cluttering the space..

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/23/20, 11:16 - sridhara srinivasa das: I beg forgiveness... Not i forgive.. The keys are getting ahead of me..
10/23/20, 11:26 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Thank you sridhar prabhu for responding to balaram acharya prabhu's message.

We are all eagerly waiting for madanmohan prabhu' s response
10/23/20, 11:26 - Hg Sarvadrik Prbhuji Mayapur left
10/23/20, 11:41 - Iskcon Vanamali Pr left
10/23/20, 11:58 - Chaitanya Vallabha pr Balaramaacarya Prabhu joined using this group's invite link
10/23/20, 12:06 - Delhi Temple Rishi Kumara Gkg: Thanks Prabhu ji.  This is very magnanimous! I honestly feel more keen to follow the discussions and even possibly contribute though not probably as erudite as you both. Dasanudasoasmi 🙇🏻‍♂️
10/23/20, 15:09 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you, Balaramacarya prabhu, for your sober and relevant suggestion. Maybe you could help @919381063234 Sumithra Krishna Prabhu in detecting and pointing out such aberrations if they occur, from any side of the discussion? ys,
10/23/20, 15:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes. Very important.. But if Balaramaacarya pr is sound may also point out but he should take the permission of @Sumitra Krishna Prabhu.. Sk Pr is good at moderation and he gives freedom to post as well.
10/23/20, 15:11 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: 👍🏻
10/23/20, 15:12 - sridhara srinivasa das: I don't have any objection from anyside to look for this dreaded weeds of debate...
10/23/20, 15:14 - Balarama Acarya BVKS New: Thank you Madana Mohan prabhu and Sumithra Krishna prabhu. It’s honor for me. I will do my best.
10/23/20, 15:15 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I have just finally arrived at my destination, after a lot of unforeseen delays, and will start responding to @917373089272 points this afternoon — which, due to the time difference, might translate into late night for participants in India. I hope, though, that there is no rush on this important and almost perennial topic, and that we all agree that giving it enough time and deliberation is more important than engaging into yet another "gotcha" tussle.
10/23/20, 15:16 - sridhara srinivasa das: What time would that be.. we can schedule so i am okay to start early india time too... What is the time differnce?
10/23/20, 15:18 - sridhara srinivasa das: I think we have crossed, Krishna willing, the "gotcha" tussles.. looking at the way we are progressing in this most important topic till now.. Some emotions here and there are natural..
10/23/20, 15:19 - sridhara srinivasa das: @919381063234 is it possible to fix a time
10/23/20, 15:19 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Hare krishna let us not start one more debate on who is going to moderate.You are all wonderful devotees,very mature and I am sure will respond to the queries following the vaishanava etiquette.
10/23/20, 15:20 - sridhara srinivasa das: THis is settled prabhu.. But because you are experienced in this moderations,,, Please suggest a suitable time that we all can tune in
10/23/20, 15:20 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Madanamohan prabhu is in russia so I think 5 hours time difference
10/23/20, 15:21 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: So each of u can keep replying when u feel free and it can go on to and fro untill all questions are answered
10/23/20, 15:22 - Balarama Acarya BVKS New: 2.5 hrs
10/23/20, 15:22 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Oh ok
10/23/20, 15:22 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: That is not big gap
10/23/20, 15:22 - Balarama Acarya BVKS New: Now 12:52 pm
10/23/20, 15:22 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Great
10/23/20, 15:25 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: So madan mohan prabhu hope you would have gone through all of  sridhar prabhu's response .

Now it is your turn if have any question or make any comments on that
10/23/20, 15:26 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I would also add one point to @79162874800 Balaramacarya Prabhu's checklist: 

We should all agree to assume sincerity, good faith, lack of personal subversive agendas and unquestionable loyalty to Srila Prabhupada on all sides of the discussion. 

I, for one, can assure you (and those who know me well personally, can attest) that I have no feminist, liberalist, or egalitarian convictions or agendas. All I have to say on this or any other spiritual topic I try to glean from Srila Prabhupada's words, because I believe his instructions and example to be self-sufficient. After all, he himself said that on many occasions.

So, if Prabhupada had ever said (rather ерan  believed to say) something to the effect: "my women disciples or other Vaisnavis in ISKCON should never give diksa", that would be the end of discussion for me — and, I believe, for all of us. 

Therefore I request you to accept this as the foundation of my stance. Our purpose should be to dispassionately find out Srila Prabhupada's position on this topic — and to be happy to accept it, whatever it may be. I won't be interested in anything less or more. May I ask if you all agree? ys, Madana-mohan das
10/23/20, 15:26 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Once you have finished asking ,I request members of this group to ask any question to both of them 

Thank you
10/23/20, 15:27 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: //So madan mohan prabhu hope you would have gone through all of  sridhar prabhu's response .//

I haven't yet, so I will need time. But rest assured — I will.
10/23/20, 15:30 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Yes, but I've just arrived, haven't done puja, haven't eaten anything, and have a devotee waiting for me for a discussion on education in Russia. So it will be late. I don't want to feel pressured. Krishna-kirti and Damodara Prabhus kindly waited for nine months for my response to their book, and I hope I did finally deliver on my promise.
10/23/20, 15:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: Again.. I think we should define the hierarchy of what constitutes what Srila Prabhupada said in what order... Meaning Books, lectures, conversations and letters. @79116046649 do you agree with this order?
10/23/20, 15:32 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Will address it in my actual response. All I ask is to accept that I have no other agendas and want to clarify Srila Prabhupada's position. Is this acceptable and reasonable?
10/23/20, 15:33 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Will get back later.
10/23/20, 15:33 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Prabhu you have mentioned your stance that your discussion and replies will be based only on srila prabhupad vani.

But we want to know from other members if this is ok.

Because srila prabhupad himself many times had mentioned we have to consult guru,sashtra and sadhu.
10/23/20, 15:34 - Murari Prabhu: SP himself said all three pramanas should be there
10/23/20, 15:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: Let me answer to your question What Srila Prabhupada said we have to accept without worrying about sastra or not, or without worrying about alignment with sadhu vakya and sastra vakya, or not worrying about the order of weightage as books, lectures, letters, conversations etc.. is all to be considered.. So @79116046649 in that light is it a simple yes from your side?
10/23/20, 15:36 - Krishnakirti Pr: In cases of subjects that SP has said very little, it has been very much the case that the broader Vaishnava tradition and shastras have been consulted.
10/23/20, 15:37 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok madan mohan prabhu let us clarify srila prabhupad stand .

Srila prabhupad in his lectures ,writings etc refers to sashtric quotes to emphasize what he wanted to convey.

Some times he would speak based in common sense 

Sometimes he would give his own family example how they followed vedic culture.

So srila prabhupad spoke differently based on the pulse of the audience
10/23/20, 15:37 - Krishnakirti Pr: There are examples of the GBC institution doing this.
10/23/20, 15:37 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Ok, will have to excuse myself, gentlemen, to be able to cut out time to respond later today. Thank you.
10/23/20, 15:37 - sridhara srinivasa das: This is my point...
10/23/20, 15:38 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Please take your time
10/23/20, 15:38 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Other members can respond
10/23/20, 15:38 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: About guru ,sashtra and sadhu
10/23/20, 15:40 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Will prabhupad who is a great acharya blessed by the lord write or speak anything which will be against sashtras.
10/23/20, 15:40 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Pranams.
I think this is the first point currently under discussion—so to accept that Srila Prabhupada's words are the only pramanas and nothing else could be discussed directly confronts this point under discussion.

We cannot start with an assumption that is yet to be proved, I believe. 

This was my two cents. 

Sorry for writing here. I am in midst of preparing for the Bureau etc. meets. But was just happened to see this in my whatsapp so put my few cents.

Please carry on your discussion.
10/23/20, 15:41 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: 👍🏻
10/23/20, 15:42 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Whatever Srila Prabhupad spoke in his books are with sashtra pramana. 

But in letters, conversations etc he spoke according to time, place, circumstances or individual.
10/23/20, 15:42 - sridhara srinivasa das: I think we have to see all the standard Vedic, Vaishnava tradition and Culture in context with guru-sadhu-sastra vakyas. Also to answer this question what does the Sri Vaishnavas and Madhavs think about this within their sampradaya context?
10/23/20, 15:43 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Didn't Srila Prabhupada teach us to always quote shastra? 

BG 17.15, Bhaktivedanta Purport : 

"The process of speaking in spiritual circles is to say something upheld by the scriptures. One should at once quote from scriptural authority to back up what he is saying".
10/23/20, 15:43 - sridhara srinivasa das: https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PL8hWVTeVdFUk4TLTWbQVMVuoyby1BSSbE
has this question answered in several parts...

While we wait for @79116046649 to get back we can all go through these seires of lectures
10/23/20, 15:44 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: We have faith in Srila Prabhupada, but if we rush into something without sufficient scriptural sanction, then, not only would we be the cause of disturbance in society but we will also set a precedent to what Srila Prabhupada never wanted.
10/23/20, 15:44 - sridhara srinivasa das: https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/seminar-2019-02-18gss.html
is a supportive document to the above series
10/23/20, 15:45 - +91 94371 79400: 100% right 
Only books is sastra pramana.
10/23/20, 15:46 - sridhara srinivasa das: I think @79116046649 has left or what? I mean I want to know if it is time for us to take a break? He will be back?
10/23/20, 15:47 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: He will come back later as he had mentioned reading all of sridhar prabhu's answers
10/23/20, 15:47 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: But there is no harm other members to talk about this
10/23/20, 15:47 - sridhara srinivasa das: But what is the time to expect his return?
10/23/20, 15:47 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Not all of srila prabhupads vani can be treated as sashtras .

Only his books .Because letters and conversations are based on time , place and circumstances
10/23/20, 15:48 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Whenver he comes he will reply.
10/23/20, 15:48 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: He might want to digest what all you have mentioned and come prepared to answer.

So no need to hurry
10/23/20, 15:48 - sridhara srinivasa das: ok
10/23/20, 15:49 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Thank you
10/23/20, 15:49 - sridhara srinivasa das: Wonderful point Prabhu. Someone earlier in this conference remarked something like this but only a bit differently. I cant remember exactly. But great point.
10/23/20, 15:50 - Murari Prabhu: Yes very true
10/23/20, 15:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/23/20, 16:01 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/23/20, 16:05 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I also heard that Acharyas are empowered by lord to introduce  concepts to help the conditioned souls .

So can we understand our srila prabhupad also like his spiritual master introduced many things in iskcon which may not be actually in scriptures.

Like giving brahmin initiation to women .Making them pujaris and performing aratis in temples.
We cant see this in madhwa or sri sampradayas
10/23/20, 16:05 - sridhara srinivasa das: Note about that link: This is just something technical to know about harmonization, keeping sastra in center without undermining Srila Prabhupada. This document is discussed in the seminar links.

I keep getting error message when i click on that link.. Something is not correct.. Hope it works now:


https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/handout-2.html
10/23/20, 16:05 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: How should we understand the above
10/23/20, 16:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: Sumitra prabhu..


https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/handout-2.html and the other link

https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PL8hWVTeVdFUk4TLTWbQVMVuoyby1BSSbE

have been very helpful for me to understand this ... Please use this time to go through this. When @79116046649  gets back we will be touching this part in detail... you will see and you will be able to follow the debate very closely...
10/23/20, 16:21 - Murari Prabhu: My understanding is that SP said we cannot change sastra....

Answers to a Questionaire from Bhavan’s Journal, June 28, 1976, Vrindavan
===============================

Puṣṭa Kṛṣṇa: Is it necessary from time to time to change the smṛtis?

Prabhupāda: That cannot be changed.
...

Prabhupāda: Nothing can be changed. But according to the time you have to... Just like in Kali-yuga the smṛti order is kīrtanād eva kṛṣṇasya mukta-saṅgaḥ paraṁ vrajet [SB 12.3.51]. So you have to do this. Just like a physician gives a medicine that "Morning you take this medicine, in the evening you take this medicine." It is not a change of treatment. It is according to the time a different medicine. But it is recommended by the physician, not by your whims. Śruti-smṛti cannot be changed, but they have recommended different process in different times. So the reference to the śruti-smṛti is there, authority is there. It is... You cannot modify.

Puṣṭa Kṛṣṇa: There is no question then of, as he says, "new smṛti."

Prabhupāda: No. New smṛti, they may take it, "new smṛti." But smṛti is smṛti. It is not new. You have to give reference to the past śruti-smṛti. Otherwise, it is not... Veda pramāṇa, śabda pramāṇa. Otherwise there is no evidence. It is invalid, not valid. You cannot change the original śruti-smṛti, but you have to take the timely recommendation. Just like Kṛṣṇa Caitanya Mahāprabhu said, harer nāma harer nāma harer nāmaiva kevalam, kalau nāsty eva nāsty eva nāsty eva... [Ādi 17.21]. This is the only method. You take it. But this is śruti-smṛti-pramāṇa.

Puṣṭa Kṛṣṇa: Then they say that if this is the method, then how does Deity worship fit into the scheme?

Prabhupāda: You can avoid even Deity worship, but you cannot avoid chanting.

Devotee: Their idea is to abolish Deity worship. They consider it antiquated.

Prabhupāda: If you want... If you want... Why you should try to avoid this? That means you are disregarding the śruti-smṛti. But that is not the policy, that you should avoid it. But if you..., it is not possible... Just like it is not possible to introduce the Deity worship everywhere, anywhere. It doesn’t matter. You chant Hare Kṛṣṇa. It is not avoiding. It is the circumstance that does not make very favorable. Just like I did not introduce the Deity worship in the beginning. That was not possible. But when there is favorable condition we introduced. That is not avoidance. That is conditional. But especially chanting, that is possible in any condition of life. That is possible.

Puṣṭa Kṛṣṇa: So there’s no question then, as he says, of bringing new smṛtis which would come into being if someone would give them sanction and authority. The position as you...
Prabhupāda: But there cannot be new smṛtis. We are giving the sanction to Hare Kṛṣṇa mahā-mantra because it is already there in the śruti. But for this time it is suitable. I am taking a certain type of medicine in the evening, it is already recommended by the physician. I am not doing it whimsically. So whimsically you cannot change. It must have reference to the śruti-smṛti-purāṇadi [BRS 1.2.101].

Puṣṭa Kṛṣṇa: Can anyone change...

Prabhupāda: No!

Puṣṭa Kṛṣṇa: ...the rules of conduct as regarded in the smṛtis?

Prabhupāda: Nobody can change. Nobody can change. But rules and regulation for different times, different circumstances are there in the śruti-smṛti. We have to take it. You cannot change.

Puṣṭa Kṛṣṇa: And who will sanction that application?

Prabhupāda: Yes. Just like Caitanya Mahāprabhu. He said. He’s authority. He’s ācārya.

Puṣṭa Kṛṣṇa: The ācārya must sanction for the particular time and place.

Prabhupāda: Yes. We are following the footprints of Caitanya Mahāprabhu. It is not whimsical. You have to follow the authority in all circumstances. You cannot avoid. That is illegal. It will have no power. Just like all of a sudden you make a low class man a harijana. It will not stay. But you can make harijana any class of man provided you adopt the proper means.
10/23/20, 16:49 - Srigiridhari Pr: Well said. To the point.
10/23/20, 18:40 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Just for those who have time, can watch this 23 min video explaining (probably for the first time) about how to distinguish between Principle and Detail, based on Vedic Hermeneutics:

https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/principles-and-details-how-to-identify.html

It is interesting and I would like to get comments from you personally, not on this conference.
10/23/20, 20:15 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/23/20, 20:17 - sridhara srinivasa das: *Debate topic:* “Srila Prabhupada’s statements is equal and above sastra?” topic raised by Madana Mohana Prabhu
*Participant*: Sridhara Srinivasa das: Researched the topic and opinion is provided in the response submitted: on 22-Oct-2020

*Participant*: Madana Mohana Prabhu:.. reviewing opinion provided by Sridhara Srinivasa das… expecting critical review by 24-oct-2020
*Checklist for debating process*: Posted by Balaramacraya Prabhu
“I would suggest to accept forbiden methods of nyaya as wrangling (jalpa), irrational reasoning (vitanda), specious reasoning (hetvabhasa) and, unfair reply (chala), as an inappropriate and not fitting to brahminical discussion methods and even equally offensive to participants as disrespectful remarks”

*Participant*: Madana Mohana Prabhu requests to add the following to the debating process checklist:
“I would also add one point to @Balarama Acarya BVKS New Balaramacarya Prabhu's checklist: 
We should all agree to assume sincerity, good faith, lack of personal subversive agendas and unquestionable loyalty to Srila Prabhupada on all sides of the discussion.”

*Objection raised by Sridhara Srinivasa das*:
Is Madana Mohana Prabhu (Participant 2) wanting Sridhara Srinivasa das (Participant 1) to agree to the debate topic without a debate by adding the topic content as part of checklist for debating process?

I guess I need a moderator to intervene here and remove this question and request Madana Mohana Prabhu to just present the review on the opinions provided by Sridhara Srinivasa das.

So when we start tomorrow this question is a no question.. and i have an objection for this to be added as a checklist item...

I am sure this must have been a mistake and Madana Mohana Prabhu must have not realized this as a mistake.. Sure he has been travelling for more than 12 hours and got on to heavy discussion topic.. Better he take some rest..
10/23/20, 20:21 - +91 92411 11710 left
10/23/20, 21:00 - Vasugosh Pr Baroda: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4uuTfRmluns
10/23/20, 23:09 - sridhara srinivasa das: A small update to Debate topic field
*Debate Topic*:"Srila Prabhupada’s statements is equal and above sastra  and there is no need to harmonize it with sastra?"
10/23/20, 23:09 - sridhara srinivasa das: I had missed out "and there is no need to harmonize it with sastra"...
10/23/20, 23:34 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Tamal krishna goswami mentions in his pyramid conversation that SP never appointed the 11 gurus .

So how to understand who appointed them
10/23/20, 23:42 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: SP appointed only ritviks .so what murlidhar bhat is saying is incorrect or maybe he was not updated properly on this matter.
10/23/20, 23:43 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: These are from the iskcon disciple course IDC syllabus- 


*All these disciples which I am initiating… become future spiritual masters* 

These students, who are initiated from me, all of them will act as I am doing. Just like I have got many Godbrothers, they are all acting. Similarly, all these disciples which I am making, initiating, they are being trained to become future spiritual masters. 

Room Conversation Detroit, July 18, 1971

 *I want to see my disciples become bona fide Spiritual Master* 

I want to see my disciples become bona fide Spiritual Master and spread Krishna 
consciousness very widely, that will make me and Krishna very happy... Keep trained up very rigidly and then you are bonafide Guru, and you can accept disciples on the same principle. But 
as a matter of etiquette it is the custom that during the lifetime of your Spiritual master you 
bring the prospective disciples to him, and in his absence or disappearance you can accept 
disciples without any limitation. This is the law of disciplic succession.
Letter to Tusta Krsna, December 2, 1975

 *I wish that in my absence all my disciples become the bona fide spiritual master* 
Anyone following the order of Lord Caitanya under the guidance of His bona fide representative can become a spiritual master and I wish that in my absence all my disciples become the bona 
fide spiritual master to spread Krishna Consciousness throughout the whole world. 

Letter to: Madhusudana - Navadvipa 2 November, 1967
10/24/20, 00:48 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @917373089272 Sridhara-srinivasa Prabhu, I have carefully read your document in segmented screenshots, (which preserve the formatting) and am writing a response. However, it would greatly facilitate my response to have the actual single Word file of your text, so I could quote and respond right in it. May I have it, please? Otherwise, I am afraid, it will take way too long for me to either reformat WhatsApp messages or OCR the screenshots. Many thanks.
10/24/20, 01:02 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: To save time and labor, I will wait for your reply before proceeding with the writing of my response.
10/24/20, 01:21 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Also, the sheer volume of the text to respond to, coupled with quoting/formatting challenges, go way beyond what can be comfortably accommodated and perused in a WhatApp chat — at least, for me. I do intend to participate in this important discussion, but, with your permission, I will write my response in a separate Google document and post the link here.
10/24/20, 02:53 - Vasugosh Pr Baroda: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=StIRkViV-BU&feature=youtu.be
10/24/20, 03:05 - Vasugosh Pr Baroda: Here is another article from www.dandavats.com on the issue - thus, in the public domain.

http://www.dandavats.com/?p=12073
10/24/20, 03:09 - Vasugosh Pr Baroda: https://www.akincana.net/2020/09/13/female-diksha-guru-some-considerations/
10/24/20, 03:09 - Vasugosh Pr Baroda: Republished online... from 2013.
10/24/20, 04:32 - Krishnakirti Pr: Whatever the volume, he has also for everyone's convenience posted text-only versions on whatsapp. My request is you please respond to those. They are more suitable for the medium here.
10/24/20, 04:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/24/20, 04:44 - sridhara srinivasa das: I agree with @919910454437 since any other alternative will only be worse...
10/24/20, 04:50 - sridhara srinivasa das: I remember posting them in a sequence...
10/24/20, 04:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: I think Sumitra Prabhu's idea and Krishna Kirti Prabhu idea seems to be the way to go... If anything is missed we can catch up
10/24/20, 04:55 - Krishnakirti Pr: This is not to say you can't do your one-page formatted writeup and send us a link. But for this forum, discussion is best on shorter texts. And SS Pr has made about 10 or so of those. I like that because it keeps discussion focused on a specific point.
10/24/20, 05:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: The posts were clearly marked with labels post number and a title.. It is easy to locate they are in one big chunk posted on the day you were changing flights and around my evening hours.. I planned it in that way that it is most user friendly even though using a worst tool for such debates.

I posted these text bursts after i had posted the bitmaps.. Initially i thought bitmaps was good but realized tgat whatsapp can bump them off without you knowing. Hope this helps you..
10/24/20, 06:26 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhuji this is start of series of my response with the tile "post number...".
This should help you i think.. In your response please ensure you tag the label line so we can sync up.. As you see appropriate.. Making best of the worst bargain... with this tool.
Please let me know if you need anything more.. 

Your humble servant
10/24/20, 06:32 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 just to make sure you get all parts..
1) Part 1 has a through e
2) Part 2 has 1/2 and 2/2 posted in two separate parts.
3) Part 3 has two parts conclusion and end of discussion.

There is an executive summary posted and its link right below this post
10/24/20, 06:34 - sridhara srinivasa das: Location of debate topic @79116046649 Prabhu had raised and an executive summary of my response right below it...
10/24/20, 06:55 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you, @917373089272. Stlil, could you please let me work with the actual the Word file from which you made the snapshots? This will help save a lot of time.
10/24/20, 06:55 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you.
10/24/20, 06:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: Honestly Prabhu.. I have modified that word file a bit and it is not shareable now because it will contradict with what has been posted here.. That content for that bit map is no longer in sync with my source now..
10/24/20, 06:57 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I will then post it here in your preferred format.
10/24/20, 06:58 - sridhara srinivasa das: This is what Sumitra Prabhu had suggested
10/24/20, 06:58 - sridhara srinivasa das: So i guess Sumitra Prabhu must have gotten feedback from other he being the moderator
10/24/20, 06:59 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I see. Fair enough.
10/24/20, 06:59 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please confirm you got hold of all these parts as soon as you have made note of..
10/24/20, 07:00 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I hope, though, you still stand by what was written in the original file before I comment. )
10/24/20, 07:00 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Otherwise it will be like shooting a moving target.
10/24/20, 07:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: Sure. Well, i am helping you to get hold off of my posts even though knowing that you are a challenger.... If i had newer content in the file is actually stronger than what i had already posted. Maybe after this caution of yours probably i should have readily accepted your offer to send the word file... just kidding🤣🤣 

I have said that i do not have the content exactly synced to the i's dotted and t's crossed. But i stand by what i have. posted here.
10/24/20, 07:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: If there is anything different in my newer version to that of what i have to posted, i will do so with your permission and mderator's permission.
10/24/20, 07:13 - sridhara srinivasa das: Just so that you do not miss out on any parts and then that can affect your presentation... See the images you used is not actually meant for commenting and what i had posted as sections in texts is indeed the final one. There was one slide/image which had a slight error in screen grab that was corrected and posted as separate image and seeing such discrepancy i decided to post in the fashion that i had described earlier. So make sure you are only the text pointers that i provided you today... CAUTION: IMAGE FILE AND TEXT POINTER CAN HAVE VARIATIONS. TEXT POINTER PROVIDED TODAY IS FINAL.
10/24/20, 07:16 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhu, please confirm if you are in sync with this and have grabbed the following:

just to make sure you get all parts..
1) Part 1 has a through e
2) Part 2 has 1/2 and 2/2 posted in two separate parts.
3) Part 3 has two parts conclusion and end of discussion.

There is an executive summary posted and its link right below this post

Please confirm!!!
10/24/20, 10:06 - Vasugosh Pr Baroda: https://youtu.be/y1b4012ghWk
10/24/20, 20:52 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Yes, thank you, @917373089272 I have saved your texts and am still working on a response — 15 pages and counting. Thank you for your patience. You have touched upon substantial matters, and they deserve to be elaborated upon in terms of guru-sadhu-sastra. your servant, Madana-mohan das
10/24/20, 20:54 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: We join the GBC and other senior devotees in thoughts and prayers for His Grace Jasomattinandana Prabhu who passed away today:


Dear Maharajas and Prabhus,

Please accept my humble obeisances. All glories to Srila Prabhupada.

Jasomatinandana Prabhu, Prabhupada’s initiated disciple passed away at approximately 5 PM IST today, Saturday the 24th of October, 2020. As most of you know, he had not been keeping good health for the last few years.
He had been infected with Covid-19 nearly two weeks back and had been admitted to the hospital in Ahmedabad. Jasomatinandana Prabhu who joined ISKCON in America was instructed by Srila Prabhupada to go to India and develop Krishna Consciousness in Gujarat.

He was the non-GBC Regional Secretary for Gujarat and a member of the ISKCON Bureau. He had supervised the translation of almost all of Srila Prabhupada’s books into Gujarati. Under his supervision, Krishna Consciousness had spread throughout Gujarat; over 15 temples were opened. He was also committed to book distribution. We are sure that Srila Prabhupada will be pleased with all his services for the last nearly 50 years. The above is just a brief update and a more detailed report will follow.

Your servant
Gopal Krishna Goswami
10/24/20, 21:17 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: <Media omitted>
10/24/20, 22:45 - +7 925 908-01-08: <Media omitted>
10/25/20, 00:51 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This message was deleted
10/25/20, 00:53 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @919381063234  Progress report: I wrote the whole day and finished responding to the first section of @917373089272's text in 20 pages. The second part is still pending, and might have to wait till Monday, when I will have enough time. Thank you for your patience.
10/25/20, 03:32 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok prabhu
10/26/20, 10:38 - Murari Prabhu: ...News Flash...

Madan Mohan Prabhu says that unlike Suniti, ISKCON women, *don't have vengeance against their husbands and cowives as the main motive for instructing Dhruva*

So he is saying that main reason for Suniti to instruct Dhruva (and thus being patha pradarsaka guru) was to take revenge from her husband and Suruci.

This is a very OFFENSIVE statement and we, all the members of this
group are contaminated by this offense because none of us replied to
it. If we don’t stand against it now, then we are responsible for
this. 
More details....
10/26/20, 10:41 - Murari Prabhu: Madan Mohan Prabhu, few days ago on Wednesday, at 21:39 hrs ,  21st October 2020 here on the VDG discussion while discussing the SB

4.12.32 verse, wrote (note emphasized point in **s):

// They are women, but, they are not Suniti, they don't live 7 manvantaras ago,

** they don't have vengeance against their husbands and cowives as the
main motive for instructing Dhruva**, and, most importantly, unlike Suniti, they did receive Srila Prabhupada's instruction to become gurus — siksa or even diksa. So their gender is the least consideration. //

I did not notice this statement earlier but saw it while looking
through the conversation now after a long gap with no one posting any
thing. These are highly offensive statements.

Either he has to prove that Suniti's main motive for instructing Dhruva Maharaja was out of vengeance against her husband or he has to
unconditionally publicly apologize for these statements.

Suniti is the mother of Dhruva Maharaja who was given the topmost
abode in this universe next to Ksirodaksayi Visnu. We know from Srimad Bhagavatam that Suniti went to Vaikuntha.

But Madana Mohana Prabhu is speaking in a demeaning manner toward her and implying that modern ISKCON women are better than her!

Suniti was not venegful at all. If we see in Srimad Bhagavatam we see
she felt grief but told Dhruva that he should not wish anything
inauspicious for others as one who wants to inflict pain on another
suffers himself from that pain. Then she simply told him that if he
wants to sit on the throne, he should follow the advice of Suruci, his
step mother and worship the Supreme Personality of Godhead. Suniti was
not an envious, but rather exalted personality.

Not only Madana Mohana Prabhu but all of us are implicated in this
offence. It is a very dangerous and inauspicious situation for us. I now request him to immediately make a public apology for these
statements about such a great personality who appears in Srimad
Bhagavatam.
10/26/20, 10:42 - Murari Prabhu: Message to devotees in this group: I am not so knowledgeable
sastrically, so couldn't get into the technical details of the discussions since they started and I now apologize for now
interrupting the discussion but I feel that now before this debate
goes on, Madan mohan Prabhu has to retract this statement and
apologize unconditionally and publicly for it.
10/26/20, 10:56 - Murari Prabhu: This is Madana Mohana Prabhu's post I am talking about, where he blasphemes Suniti accusing her for having *vengeance* against her husband and Suruci.
10/26/20, 11:00 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Please accept my humble obeisances, Murari Prabhu. This is not my statement, by Srila Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura's in his commentary on SB 4.8.20:


 VCT on SB 4.8.20 (translation by Bhanu Swami): “[Dhruva:] ‘Will I enter the womb of that sinful woman by worshipping the Lord?’ [Sunīti:] ‘She is such a vile creature. Your father, her servant, is also vile and foolish. You can attain a position greater than that of Brahmā. Therefore quickly go from here and worship the Lord.’” 

nanu kiṁ harim ārādhya tasyāḥ pāpīyasyāḥ garbhaṁ pravekṣyāmīti tatra sā varākī khalu kā, tasyāḥ kiṅkaras tvat-pitaiva varāko dīna-buddhis tvaṁ brahma-padād apy utkṛṣṭaṁ padaṁ prāptuṁ pārayiṣyasi, tad itaḥ śīghraṁ vraja
 
So, as much as you would want me to, I cannot retract his statement.

More on this here: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit#heading=h.fhreyxgfsp5b
10/26/20, 11:02 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: (I will refrain from further posting here until I finish responding to @917373089272 Sridhara-srinivasa Prabhu's contentions. It is already 2o pages, and I will need more time to address all his key argument fully, as they deserve. Thank you for bearing with me. ys, mmd)
10/26/20, 11:02 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: *20 pages
10/26/20, 11:07 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: * and will like end up twice as long, so I need time to key in all there is to say.
10/26/20, 11:10 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: *likely
10/26/20, 11:14 - Murari Prabhu: So, if I am not mistaken Madana Mohana Prabhu, you are of the opinion that Suniti had vengeance for Suruci and her husband because of which she instructed Dhruva to worship Lord Narayana, correct?"
10/26/20, 11:19 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: If what Visvanatha Cakravarti writes in his commentary cited above is correct, and if I cite his words correctly — yes, this is correct. I have no way of independently reading Suniti's mind. But, again, this is just a side point in the overall broader underdetermination issue with SB 4.12.32 purp. May I ask you and others to please read the section that deals with this thoroughly and in more detail rather than via a snappy back-and-forth on WhatsApp? 

Here is the link to The Suniti pramana discussion: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit#heading=h.fhreyxgfsp5b
10/26/20, 11:19 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Thank you.
10/26/20, 11:21 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: And, again, the more I get involved with discussing these interesting points here, the more it will delay my response to a much more important issue of the sastric status of Srila Prabhupada's statements. So I will refrain from further posting here until I finish responding to @917373089272 Sridhara-srinivasa Prabhu's contentions. Thank you for bearing with me. ys, mmd
10/26/20, 11:27 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: //Suniti had vengeance for Suruci and her husband because of which she instructed Dhruva to worship Lord Narayana, correct?"// 

NB: I am not saying this is *the only* reason why she sent Dhruva to worship Narayana in the forest, but it appears from Visvanatha Cakravarti's commentary it was definitely *a* reason.
10/26/20, 11:30 - +91 91578 10988: With all due respect Sriman Madan Mohan prabhu, Please carefully see the difference of interpretations between your writing and Srila Vishvanath Chakravarthy comment. In his commentary Suniti is answering the question of Dhruva whether he has to enter the womb of Suruchi after worshipping and pleasing Lord Vishnu? This was the question in Dhruva’s mind because Suruchi told him like that. In response to that question of Dhruva, Suniti replies about Suruchi and her husband. But Srila VCT doesn’t say that Suniti wanted to take revenge from her husband and co-wife. This is clear from Bhaktivedanta purports in that section. In fact in verse 4.8.19, she told that Suruchi’s advice to go to Lord Vishnu should be followed by Dhruva. Kindly read carefully Srila Prabhupada’s analysis from 4.8.16 onwards. It doesn’t say about Suniti being envious from others. She is being depicted as an ideal devotee in the purports.
Please do not interpret the words of Acharyas as per our frame of observance. It is many times faulty. 
I am so sorry to reply on this matter because I felt that the comments which u made are unjustified. 
ISKCON women should learn and take inspiration from the character of Suniti. It’s not that we should say that ISKCON women are better than Sunti. This is the really offensive on our part.
You are welcome to comment on this. 
Many Acharyas have written commentaries on this sections and we should deeply read and understand them before forming any opinion or sentence.
10/26/20, 11:40 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Well, Srila Prabhupada does say: 

"Dhruva Mahārāja came to the forest to search out the Supreme Personality of Godhead *with a revenging spirit against his stepmother*. His stepmother had insulted Dhruva, who was not an ordinary person, but a great Vaiṣṇava. An offense at the lotus feet of a Vaiṣṇava is the greatest offense in this world. Because of having insulted Dhruva Mahārāja, Suruci would become mad upon the death of her son and would enter a forest fire, and thus her life would be ended. *This was specifically mentioned by the Lord to Dhruva because he was determined for revenge against her.* (SB 4.9.23 purp.)

Suniti did support him in this vengeful spirit, did display her attitude by calling her dharma-pati Uttanapada henpecked, foolish and vile (so much for an ideal example of a faithful Vedic co-wife) and did tell Dhruva that he can take revenge on both by attaining the position higher than Brahma by going to the forest. In the very least she was complicit in Dhruva's vengeance. 

Ascertaining the presence and exact level of Suniti's own jealousy and vengefulness requires more research, but, frankly, this is not very relevant now and is not the topic of this discussion. Thank you for letting me spend more time on the actual subject at hand and not on interesting but secondary or tertiary points. ys, mmd
10/26/20, 11:49 - +91 91578 10988: With due respect Prabhuji, again same type of mental observation and making judgement. 
Even the segments which your grace sent is showing of Dhruva’s vengeance against his step mother. It is not showing Suniti’s vengeance. 

And your interpretation of Suniti encouraging and fanning Dhruva’s vengeance is not well grounded fact neither by Srila VCT commentary nor by Srila Prabhupada commentary.
Infact Suniti tried to pacify Dhruva.
Please see below.
4.8.17: she said to her son: My dear son, don't wish for anything inauspicious for others. Anyone who inflicts pains upon others suffers himself from that pain.

After that she accepted her unfortunate situation as a tolerant devotee but never told that she wanted revenge. 

Then from verse 4.8.20 onwards she glorified Lord Vishnu and encourages Dhruva to worship Lord Vishnu knowing well of Dhruva’s ultimate success.

I know that you are quiet busy in writing replies to Sriman Sridhar Srinivas prabhu. 
I am just writing this so that whenever u get time, u can clarify this.
Hare Krishna
Your servant
Vamsidhari Das
10/26/20, 12:14 - Krishnakirti Pr: Bhakti Rasayana Sagara Maharaja, my obeisances to you. AGTSP.

Do you support this statement by Madana Mohana Prabhu:

"Suniti did support him in this vengeful spirit, did display her attitude by calling her dharma-pati Uttanapada henpecked, foolish and vile (so much for an ideal example of a faithful Vedic co-wife) and did tell Dhruva that he can take revenge on both by attaining the position higher than Brahma by going to the forest. In the very least she was complicit in Dhruva's vengeance. "

Your servant, Krishna-kirti Das
10/26/20, 12:20 - Krishnakirti Pr: Very nicely spoken. Thank you, Prabhu Ji.
10/26/20, 12:21 - +7 925 908-01-08: My obeisances, dear @919910454437 Prabhu. I haven’t made any special research into the subject and would let Madana Mohan Prabhu to elaborate on it after he finishes with the earlier points. I think we should let him do it first.
10/26/20, 12:26 - Balarama Acarya BVKS New: Maharaj, Madan Mohan prabhu has already presented his stance regarding Suniti’s vengeance very clearly. The rest we can do to agree or not agree with this.
10/26/20, 12:28 - Balarama Acarya BVKS New: Sorry if I got it wrong but for me Madan Mohan Prabhu’s stance is crystal clear
10/26/20, 12:39 - +7 925 908-01-08: In order to get a better understanding we should look at all the commentaries of all the Acharyas on the subject. But, as we know, they might have different views as well. From what I understand, in this situation we should respect the variety as parts of the same bigger picture.
10/26/20, 12:40 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Good point .
Mother Sunithi is not an ordinary woman.
I dont know if any vaishnavi in idkcon can be compared to mother sunithi.
How many of us have given birth to a son like druva maharaj who was directly blessed by Narada muni and also had the darshan of the lord face to face.

Mother Sunithi was very patient and tolerant unlike many other women.When druva maharaj came and complained about his father and step mother surichi,Sunithi didnt go and argue or fight with her husband or co - sister,instead remained cool and advised her son to take shelter of the lord.

This is an exemplary behaviour of a devotee of the lord.
10/26/20, 12:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: excellent point prabhu..
10/26/20, 13:07 - Savyasachi Pr Slm joined using this group's invite link
10/26/20, 13:14 - Murari Prabhu: This was the impression I got when I read the purports
10/26/20, 13:24 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: 4.8.17 is our guide and inspiration to _not_ feel vengeance towards those who are agents of our suffering. 

There arises another angle. If in Satya yuga when dharma is standing on all four legs and worship of Lord Vishnu was prominent, a woman was not free of the vice of vengeance, I wonder how much protection people of Kali Yuga have against this and other vices? Is it perhaps the natural inclination of women to bear grudges? 

🙏🏼
10/26/20, 13:33 - Murari Prabhu: Madan Mohan Prabhu quotes the following commentary of Viśvanātha Cakravartī Ṭhākura (VCT) and concludes that Sunīti instructed Dhruva Mahārāja to worship Nārāyaṇa because of her vengeance against her husband and Suruci:

VCT on SB 4.8.20 (translation by Bhanu Swami): “[Dhruva:] ‘Will I enter the womb of that sinful woman by worshiping the Lord?’ [Sunīti:] ‘She is such a vile creature. Your father, her servant, is also vile and foolish. You can attain a position greater than that of Brahmā. Therefore quickly go from here and worship the Lord.’” nanu kiṁ harim ārādhya tasyāḥ pāpīyasyāḥ garbhaṁ pravekṣyāmīti tatra sā varākī khalu kā, tasyāḥ kiṅkaras tvat-pitaiva varāko dīna-buddhis tvaṁ brahma-padād apy utkṛṣṭaṁ padaṁ prāptuṁ pārayiṣyasi, tad itaḥ śīghraṁ vraja.


VCT doesn’t state here that Sunīti was feeling vengeful, that is the interpretation of Sunīti’s words by MMP. One could just say that Sunīti was stating facts about her co-wife and her husband.

But let us examine more how Sunīti was feeling and thinking at the point of instructing her son Dhruva Mahārāja. Let us see Śrīla Prabhupāda’s translations of the verses 4.8.17–19 with commentaries of Viśvanātha Cakravartī Ṭhākura (translation by Bhanu Swami):

She also was breathing very heavily, and she did not know the factual remedy for the painful situation. Not finding any remedy, she said to her son: My dear son, don't wish for anything inauspicious for others. Anyone who inflicts pains upon others suffers himself from that pain. (4.8.17, SP translation)

[Surnīti:] Do not find fault (amaṅgalam) in your step-mother.  You have experienced the results of sins you have committed in previous births, since the person who gives suffering to others in a previous life receives it back in this life. (4.8.17, VCT commentary)

Sunīti said: My dear boy, whatever has been spoken by Suruci is so, because the king, your father, does not consider me his wife or even his maidservant. He feels ashamed to accept me. Therefore it is a fact that you have taken birth from the womb of an unfortunate woman, and by being fed from her breast you have grown up. (4.8.18, SP translation)

[Surnīti:] To be held in my womb is itself misfortune for you. He is ashamed to accept me as his wife.  He does not think of me as his wife, accepting the burden of protecting and caring for me.  He thinks me unsuitable to be his wife.  The word vā (or) indicates that he does not even think of me as his servant. (4.8.18, VCT commentary)

My dear boy, whatever has been spoken by Suruci, your stepmother, although very harsh to hear, is factual. Therefore, if you desire at all to sit on the same throne as your stepbrother, Uttama, then give up your envious attitude and immediately try to execute the instructions of your stepmother. Without further delay, you must engage yourself in worshiping the lotus feet of the Supreme Personality of Godhead. (4.8.19, SP commentary)

[Surnīti:] Suruci is equivalent to your mother (samātrā), though she wants to harm you.  Do what she has said.  What is true (avyalīkam) is not comfortable to hear.  But worshipping the Lord is not uncomfortable for anyone.  Therefore, give up hatred of Suruci.   My weeping has been written on my forehead by the creator since birth. (It is my karma.)  You should be happy. (4.8.19)

It is difficult to imagine how from these words of Sunīti one can conclude that she was being vengeful. Her words rather show her benevolent nature. Sunīti even instructed Dhruva Mahārāja to give up his envy toward her step-mother.
10/26/20, 13:39 - sridhara srinivasa das: good insight
10/26/20, 14:02 - Delhi Temple Rishi Kumara Gkg: Dandavat Maharaja and Prabhujis,While devotees may discuss this point if they so desire, in all fairness, let us please not give a moving target to Madan Mohan Pr to keep responding to. He has asked for time, IMHO,   we must be patient and take up other issues, even if important, only  later, after he has presented his response.  We will then have some method to this discussion. Please do consider this for economizing  the time spent/productive use of Krishna's energy. I am sorry if this opinion of mine disturbs anyone.  Dasanudasoasmi
10/26/20, 14:19 - Radha Rasikaraj Pr Mumbai joined using this group's invite link
10/26/20, 14:19 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Yes ,thank you for your valuable suggestion.

As madanmohan prabhu has asked for time to response to sridhar prabhu's elaborate paper. 

And after that devotees can query the above concerns regarding mother sunithi.
10/26/20, 14:20 - sridhara srinivasa das: Objection.. we are still discussing and not concluding on this topic. So Moderator should hear from every one others .. too Just a thought...
10/26/20, 14:25 - Murari Prabhu: Prabhus I would like to ask the moderator, Sumitra Krishna Prabhu and Sridhar Srinivasa Prabhu for permission for us to first shift our focus to this issue. I feel an offence has been committed. Let Madan mohan Prabhu apologize or prove his case.
10/26/20, 14:37 - Krishnakirti Pr: Rishi Kumar Prabhu Ji, like you, I am looking forward to Madana Mohan Prabhu's response to Sridhara Srinavasa Prabhu's stance on pramana. I feel that this is a fundamentally important issue that can resolve many problems in ISKCON going forward and even in the past, if we can make progress in coming to an agreement on it. And I think that Madana Mohan Prabhu is certainly qualified to put to words what many devotees in ISKCON feel and represent them with appropriate pramanas. So, I too am looking forward to Madana Mohana Prabhu's response.

However, this position that MM Prabhu has taken is an actual show-stopper on the level of Yadava Prakash describing the eyes of the Lord as resembling the red bottom of a monkey. Ramanuja could not tolerate.  MMP's allegations against Suniti's character is of a similar nature. He characterized Suniti as having a "vengful spirit", sarcastically describing Sunti as being a bad co-wife (MMP said: "so much for an ideal example of a faithful Vedic co-wife") and counseled Dhruva to "take revenge on both [his step mother and father]".  Even though other devotees have provided sufficient pramanas that Suniti is totally the opposite of his allegations and of spotless character, Madan Mohan Prabhu still stands by this. It is just not tolerable, and that's not something that can be ignored or put off until later.

So, I believe that an immediate apology and retraction of this from Madan Mohan Prabhu is necessary before we can continue on with this important discussion.
10/26/20, 14:38 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok if members are concerned about the points made by madanmohan prabhu ,yes I request madanmohan prabhu to kindly respond to the questions raised by some of the members.

So madanmohan prabhi can please explain based on the questions raised by some of the members about your views regarding mother sunithi.

Meanwhile I request if any other members have any other points to ask regarding this please ask now.
As after replying to the questions asked ,then madanmohan prabhu can proceed answering to sridhar prabhu's two part session 

Thank you.
10/26/20, 14:43 - sridhara srinivasa das: I have no objections to MM Prabhu to answer Murari Prabhu's point of Suniti issue. Actually i see that it will only add us more clarity to the point that I had raised with respect to Guru-vakya and Sadhu-vakya being alinged among themselves and as well as sastra-vakya.. So i agree - ssd
10/26/20, 23:49 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This message was deleted
10/26/20, 23:52 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This message was deleted
10/26/20, 23:58 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This message was deleted
10/27/20, 00:16 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: This message was deleted
10/27/20, 00:18 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Please accept my humble obeisances. All glories to Srila Prabhupada.

This is to comply with our moderator @919381063234 Sumithra Krishna Prabhu’s request to address your feedback to my comments about Suniti. 

First, I would like to thank @919157810988 Vamsidhari Prabhu both for the contents and for the style of his message. I wish we able to conduct the discussion in a similarly calm and respectful manner,  visibly aimed at arriving at siddhanta rather than defeating an opponent. That’s why I initially proposed assuming good faith and sincerity on the part of each participant to facilitate this discussion, and am sorry my suggestion was not accepted. This makes Vamsidhari Prabhu’s mood all the more welcome and encouraging. Thank you. 

Second, I must admit that the chat format of this discussion is getting too overwhelming and unmanageable for me.  I have just got over a three-week bout of COVID-19 and am still recovering, have had to travel by air, train and car through five cities in the last six days, have just caught a flu and have several important and time-consuming assignments. For instance, from October 29 for two weeks I will have to attend a two-week GBC online seminar that would take my entire time, and will be able to participate at all.  

I realize that you too are  all very busy with your respective services. What I expected to be an orderly and respectful exchange of views to which I could contribute in my small way has become a roller-coaster with me having to urgently spend hours on research and writing to answer yet another random message. Not that I think the topics are not important — and I am not shying away from advocating my comments — but I am simply not equipped with enough time and agility to respond to all the messages thoroughly and timely.

Third, I definitely prefer to spend sufficient time on the topic of Srila Prabhupada’s instructions as a sastric pramana in and by themselves  — and, hopefully, finish at least its initial draft, that would be around 40 pages, before October 29. I consider it important because I believe that Srila Prabhupada gave us everything and that we do not need to go beyond his instructions in books, lectures and letters to resolve all important issues of philosophy and practice of Krsna consciousness. This is what I would like to elaborate upon in the paper that I have unexpectedly ended up writing, thanks to the prodding of Sridhara-srinivasa Prabhu, for which I am grateful. 

This is also why I asked @917373089272 Sridhara-srinivasa Prabhu if he would accept that Srila Prabhupada’s instructions were sufficient by themselves for the topic at hand, GBC resolution on VDGs. 

As you remember, Sridhara-srinivasa Prabhu initially asked for a sastric pramana for the VDG resolution, and I asked in response if he would accept Srila Prabhupada’s instructions as such. The reason for my question was that, even though there are pramanas for women acting as initiators both in our sastra and in our tradition, I didn’t want to dismiss Srila Prabhupada’s instructions on the topic as if they were either irrelevant, or insufficiently authoritative, or internally inconsistent/conflicted, or insupportable by sastra, or several of the above. I simply did not want to create this unfortunate and dangerous precedent of routinely fact-checking Srila Prabhupada’s instructions against the sastra. This is what I hope to elaborate upon.

I am saying “unfortunate and dangerous” because there have already been too many instances in our sampradaya of scholarly devotees challenging the validity of contemporary or predecessor acaryas based on their own knowledge of the sastra — Vallabha-bhatta, Rupa Kaviraja, Ananta Vasudeva and Sundarananda Vidyavinoda, and, during Srila Prabhupada’s times, his own disciples rejecting their respective acaryas on the basis of the acaryas’s alleged inconsistencies with the sastra. 

The two disciples of Srila Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati, for instance, are particularly stark examples, as they were, arguably, his most trusted and most scholarly disciples by far. Yet, as Bhakti Vilasa Swami writes in his Sri Bhaktisiddhanta Vaibhava:  On Ananta Vasudeva: “It was widely reported that he also rejected some teachings and practices imparted by his guru—for instance, stating that Śrīla Sarasvatī Ṭhākura's introducing of sannyāsa was not according to śāstra, and disagreeing with his conception of paramparā. From certain of Ananta Vāsudeva's statements it became clear that he considered Śrīla Sarasvatī Ṭhākura not a nitya-siddha. Thus Ananta Vāsudeva was rejected by most of his godbrothers and many of his disciples”.

On Sundarananda Vidyavinoda: “In the era after Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī's departure, most of his followers rejected Sundarānanda [Vidyavinoda] as heretical for subscribing to Ananta Vāsudeva's rejecting Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī's teachings”.

Śrīla Prabhupāda writes:  

"When my guru-mahārāja Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Gosvāmī Prabhupāda introduced this system [pañcārātrika-dīkṣā] it was protested even by his inner circle of godbrothers or friends. Of course he had actually no godbrothers, but there were many disciples of Śrīla Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura who protested against this action of my guru-mahārāja. However, he did not care for it." (Letter, 14 November 1970)

I hope this explains my reluctance in presenting sastric evidence for the VDG resolution outside the scope of Srila Prabhupada’s instructions — even though there are a few — lest we should create an unfortunate precedent that may spill into a trend and in a culture of “Yes, Prabhupada said this or that, but actually…” If anything can spell the doom of ISKCON, it’s this type of offensive reasoning.

 With this preface, I can now try to address and, hopefully, assuage some of your responses to the statement I made about Suniti.

First, it is important to remember the context of this statement — and that’s why I requested you to go through the section of my paper, titled The Suniti pramana: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit#heading=h.fhreyxgfsp5b     

In this section I discuss the issue of underdetermination of Srila Prabhupada’s purport on SB 4.12.32. I try to show that the statement in question — that “Suniti however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja's dīkṣā-guru” is consistent with several possible explanations, and not just with an assumption that women can and should never initiate:  

Here is the list of possible options:

1. no woman should ever give initiation to any man or woman;  

2. a woman should only give initiation to another woman, but not to man;  

3. under the vaidika system, a woman could not take initiation and therefore could not give it;  

4. Sunīti was initiated under Pāñcarātriki systems but was either not allowed to initiate others by the particular Pāñcarātriki rules for her manvantara, or could, but not her son; 

5. Sunīti as Dhruva’s mother and a neglected co-wife of the King was afflicted by grief out of affection for her son, as well as by jealousy and vengefulness towards Suruci and Uttānapāda, and therefore she could not muster enough composure and clarity (required of a guru) to pacify and enlighten even herself, much less her son; 

6. her motherly attachment to Dhruva and/or her insufficient spiritual level by itself disqualified her from being anything more that patha-pradarśaka-guru for him, which is the least involved and responsible type of śikṣā-guru, and one that rarely develops into a permanent and substantial śikṣā-relationship, which is a mandatory precursor for dīkṣā;  etc.

Please note that all these are different plausible explanations for her inability to initiate Dhruva that can be supported by sastra.

Here is the  reasoning for the statement in question that cased your pushback. Please forgive me for skipping some quotes of the narrative to keep this part of my message compact.

4.8.8: Suniti was neglected by her husband.

4.8.15-16: She became aggrieved when Dhruva was similarly discriminated against by her co-wife Suruci (who, as explained by Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura, wished both Dhruva’s and Suniti’s death) and not protected by Uttanapada. 

4.8.17-19: After Dhruva vented his anger, Suniti tried to console him and dissuade him from revenge.  She asked Dhruva to respect Suruci as his own mother, be happy, not wish her ill and go to the forest as advised and, in particular, as also explained by Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura in SB 4.8.19, she blamed the unfortunate incident on her own karma.

4.8.20: However, when, according to Visvanatha Cakravarti, Dhruva calls Suruci sinful (papiyasyah), being apprehensive to take birth in her womb as a result of his worship, Suniti, having just counseled him on forgiveness, respect to Suruci and the need of cheerful attitude, instead of countering his remark, plays along with his anger by calling Suruci vile. Moreover, unprompted, she also called Uttanapada henpecked, vile and foolish.

One of you suggested that she was telling Dhruva the truth. 

However, is this veracity allowed for or expected of an ideal Vedic wife — calling her husband behind his back foolish, vile and henpecked — in a conversation with their son who is visibly out to get back at them? Does calling them such ill names help Dhruva follow what she has just advised him to do — forgive, forget, respect and be happy — or it rather stokes his anger?

Not only that, but SB states that:

SB 6.18.34 (Kasyapa to Diti): *A husband is the supreme demigod for a woman*. The Supreme Personality of Godhead, Lord Vasudeva, the husband of the goddess of fortune, is situated in everyone's heart and is worshiped through the various names and forms of the demigods by fruitive workers. *Similarly, a husband represents the Lord as the object of worship for a woman*.

SB 7.11.25 (Narada to Yudhisthira): To render service to the husband, *to be always favorably disposed toward the husband, to be equally well disposed toward the husband's relatives and friends*, and to follow the vows of the husband—these are the four principles to be followed by women described as chaste.

 SB 10.29.24-25 (Lord Krsna to gopis): *The highest religious duty for a woman is to sincerely serve her husband, behave well toward her husband's family and take good care of her children*. Women who desire a good destination in the next life should never abandon a husband who has not fallen from his religious standards, *even if he is obnoxious, unfortunate, old, unintelligent, sickly or poor*. 

I will leave it to you to judge if calling the husband vile, henpecked and foolish to one’s underage son visibly mad at him is actually compatible with seeing him as a representative of the Lord and a supreme demigod, as well as an object of worship, service, and unwavering sweet disposition — even if he is actually obnoxious and foolish. Also, Suruci is definitely a relative of her husband and, as such, per Narada and Lord Krsna above, also must be treated with an equally sweet disposition and good behavior. Finally, calling a co-wife and husband ill names in front of a minor son of yours, even if justified, hardly constitutes “taking good care” him per SB 10.29.24-25.  

So, while I agree that “so much for an ideal Vedic co-wife” might have been too sarcastic — and I do apologize if it was jarring for some of you — this doesn’t change the fact that her calling her husband and co-wife in front of Dhruva ill names is off limits for a Vedic wife, per above quotes.

4.8.21-23: As a result, even though Suniti supported Suruci’s instructions, glorified the Lord and encouraged Dhruva to worship him, Dhruva still could not get rid of his vengeance on the way to the forest, as pointed out by Srila Prabhupada in SB 4.9.23. 

This is another part of point 5, in which I cite Jiva Gosvami in Bhakti-sandarbha 203, where he defines a siksa-guru by his ability to enlighten people afflicted by such emotions as anger: “The speaker is the best guru if he enlightens people filled with lust and anger, misers and depressed persons when they hear him.” (translation by Bhanu Swami: kāma-krodhādi-yukto’pi kṛpaṇo’pi viṣādavān | śrutvā vikāśam āyāti sa vaktā paramo guruḥ ||) The fact, however, that Dhruva was still afflicted by anger and vengeance on the way to the forest indicates that Suniti was not able to free him from anger by her instructions, or maybe didn’t actually intend to.

The last point may be corroborated by Srila Prabhupada’s purport on 4.9.23 in which he specifies that Dhruva’s revenge was directed at Suruci, not at his father: 

“Dhruva Mahārāja came to the forest to search out the Supreme Personality of Godhead with a revenging spirit against his stepmother. … Because of having insulted Dhruva Mahārāja, Suruci would become mad upon the death of her son and would enter a forest fire, and thus her life would be ended. This was specifically mentioned by the Lord to Dhruva because he was determined for revenge against her”.

Thus Uttanapada was not punished by the Lord for his misbehavior towards Dhruva. However, Suniti in her instructions to Dhruva called Uttanapada thrice as many ill names as her co-wife — which is not commensurate with his or Suruci's actual degree of guilt or malice.     

Finally in 4.8.24: Maitreya significantly says that Suniti’s words were arthāgamaṁ vacaḥ, which Srila Prabhupada translates as “the instruction of Dhruva Mahārāja's mother, Sunīti, was actually meant for fulfilling his desired objective” — which happens to be, quite determinedly, to take revenge on Suruci. 

In other words, while I agree that “vengeance“ might be reading a bit too much into Visvanatha Cakravarti’s commentary on 4.8.20 — and maybe anger and or even disrespect would be a better descriptor — I hope you agree that this is not inconsistent with the narrative, and is something definitely not expected of a Vedic wife, however you name it.
   
Now, some of your expressed concern that Suniti is being used a model for Vaisnavis in ISKCON and my comment runs contrary to that role of hers. Accepting that she did call her husband and co-wife what Visvanatha Cakravarti says she did, one may remember that SB is full of examples of great personalities and even devotees showing occasional or even periodic lapses of temperament and judgement, displaying lust, or vengeance, or anger, or jealousy, or hatred, but who are still considered great personalities no less or even greater than Suniti.  I won’t name them for fear of being blasted for offending them too, but you know them well. )) 

One reason could be that SB characters, including great devotees, sometimes act as archetypes for certain human traits and frailties, but then direct those of us actually affected by such faults towards the best remedy, devotional service to the Lord, just as Suniti herself does and tells Dhruva to. So we can still take inspiration from them in spite or even because of how they display and then overcome weakness by serving the Lord.       

One example could be that of Diti — another great personality — who definitely wanted to take vengeance on her nephew Indra by worshipping the Lord and who therefore earned the following reprimand from her husband Kasyapa in 6.18.41:

śarat-padmotsavaṁ vaktraṁ
vacaś ca śravaṇāmṛtam
hṛdayaṁ kṣura-dhārābhaṁ
strīṇāṁ ko veda ceṣṭitam

 “A woman's face is as attractive and beautiful as a blossoming lotus flower during autumn. Her words are very sweet, and they give pleasure to the ear, but if we study a woman's heart, we can understand it to be extremely sharp, like the blade of a razor. In these circumstances, who could understand the dealings of a woman?”

I will leave it to those of you who are more familiar with both dharma-sastras, stri-dharma and women’s psychology to judge if and to what extent Kasyapa's statement about Diti is applicable to Suniti and other great ladies in SB.  

But, coming back to my original point, the statement about Suniti was made as one possible explanation why she could not serve as Dhruva’s diksa-guru, among other such explanations.

I hope this satisfies some of your concerns — but it definitely does not satisfied my anxiety of having just spent four hours writing this response that I could have and should have spent on a much more important and consequential discussion, which is not delayed even further, as tomorrow morning I am catching a train to my next destination, and, as I said, I won’t be able to participate in this discussion for two weeks from October 29 onwards. 

So, before anyone jumps on this response to tear it apart, I won’t be baited again into yet another cycle of Suniti’s profiling. Thank you for your understanding. I might not even check the chat till then, and ask your apologies for my absence — and only for that. ))

your servant,
Madana-mohan das   

PS. Please disregard typos and forgive for lack of formatting.
10/27/20, 01:20 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: On a second thought, while I am working on delineating Srila Prabupada's instructions as a self-sufficient pramana, — and not relinquishing my conviction that his instructions can and should be relied upon by themselves — it might be helpful to post here several pramanas for VDG from sastra and sadhus.

*Sastra* 

From Guru: The Principle, Not the Body: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit#heading=h.8igyrphkbad8 

1. SB 10.53 describes Rukmini receiving a mantra for worshiping Ambika from elderly wives of brahmanas:


In Chapter 53 of the Tenth Canto Rukmiṇī Devī received a mantra for worshiping Goddess Bhavānī, or Durgā, from elderly wives of brāhmaṇas, who also taught and guided Rukmiṇī in the ritual of worship itself:

nānopahāra balibhir vāramukhyāḥ sahasraśaḥ
srag-gandha-vastrābharaṇair dvija-patnyaḥ sv-alaṅkṛtāḥ (42)

gāyantyaś ca stuvantaś ca gāyakā vādya-vādakāḥ
parivārya vadhūṁ jagmuḥ sūta-māgadha-vandinaḥ (43)

Behind the bride followed thousands of prominent courtesans bearing various offerings and presents, along with well-adorned brāhmaṇas' wives singing and reciting prayers and bearing gifts of garlands, scents, clothing and jewelry. There were also professional singers, musicians, bards, chroniclers and heralds. 

āsādya devī-sadanaṁ dhauta-pāda-karāmbujā
upaspṛśya śuciḥ śāntā praviveśāmbikānṭīkām (44)
 
Upon reaching the goddess's temple, Rukmiṇī first washed her lotus feet and hands and then sipped water for purification. Thus sanctified and peaceful, she came into the presence of mother Ambikā. (44)

tāṁ vai pravayaso bālāṁ vidhi-jñā vipra-yoṣitaḥ
bhavānīṁ vandayāṁ cakrur bhava-patnīṁ bhavānvitām (45)

The older wives of brāhmaṇas, expert in the knowledge of rituals, led young Rukmiṇī in offering respects to Bhavānī, who appeared with her consort, Lord Bhava. 

Jīva Gosvāmī comments: “The elderly women also taught her the mantra in the next verse. They had also realized the mantra.”

namasye tvāmbike 'bhīkṣṇaṁ sva-santāna-yutāṁ śivām
bhūyāt patir me bhagavān kṛṣṇas tad anumodatām (46)

[Princess Rukmiṇī prayed:] “O mother Ambikā, wife of Lord Siva, I repeatedly offer my obeisances unto you, together with your children. May Lord Kṛṣṇa become my husband. Please grant this!”

adbhir gandhākṣatair dhūpair vāsaḥ-sraṅ-mālya bhūṣaṇaiḥ
nānopahāra-balibhiḥ pradīpāvalibhiḥ pṛthak (47)

vipra-striyaḥ patimatīs tathā taiḥ samapūjayat
lavaṇāpūpa-tāmbūla-kaṇṭha-sūtra-phalekṣubhiḥ (48)

Rukmiṇī worshiped the goddess with water, scents, whole grains, incense, clothing, garlands, ornaments such as jeweled necklaces, and other prescribed offerings and gifts, and also with arrays of lamps. The married brāhmaṇa women each performed worship simultaneously with the same items, also offering savories and cakes, prepared betel nut, auspicious beaded necklaces, fruit and sugarcane.

tasyai striyas tāḥ pradaduḥ śeṣāṁ yuyujur āśiṣaḥ
tābhyo devyai namaś cakre śeṣāṁ ca jagṛhe vadhūḥ (49)

The ladies gave the bride the remnants of the offerings and then blessed her. She in turn bowed down to them and the deity and accepted the remnants as prasādam.

Although the elderly brāhmaṇīs apparently did not perform a Vaiṣṇava dīkṣā, they nevertheless did initiatie Rukmiṇī into the ritual of worshipping Goddess Bhavānī and into the chanting of the mantra required for the worship. Jīva Gosvāmī explains that the mantra was revealed to them, or realized by them (tāsām eva draṣṭṛtvaṁ labhyate). The ladies then took part in the worship alongside Rukmiṇī and at its conclusion offered her prasāda and blessings. 

In other words, the brāhmaṇas’ wives by themselves and independently of their husbands performed all the brahminical functions, including instructions, worship, blessings and, yes, initiation into worship for Lord Kṛṣṇa’s eternal consort, Rukmiṇī — contrary to your notion that “in Kṛṣṇa’s Vedic culture there were brahmanis (wives of brāhmaṇas), but they never took the position of dīkṣā-guru.” (VNP 35)

2. Gopis seeking initiation from Paurnamasi's initiated disciple Nandimukhi:


In his book Muktā-carita Raghunātha Dāsa Gosvāmī writes of Lord Kṛṣṇa's conversation with Satyabhāmā in Dvārakā, in which Lord Kṛṣṇa tells her about His earlier pearl pastime with the gopis in Vraja. In the course of the pastime the gopis: 

refer to Nāndīmukhī as an initiated disciple of Paurṇamāsī: (śrī-bhagavatī-pāda-padma- siddha-mantra-śiṣyā, literally "a disciple into the siddha-mantra at the lotus feet of Śrī Bhagavatī, [i.e. Paurṇamāsī].")
 
express their intention to get initiated by Nāndīmukhī: (-nāndīmukhī-sakāśāt siddha-mantram ekam ādāya kathaṁ na tathodyamaḥ kriyate?, literally "having received the same siddha-mantra from Nāndīmukhī, why don't we endeavor for the same [result]?")


and actually approach Nāndīmukhī with this request. 

You may try to dismiss this as not a historical account. However, there are three options here: 

Option 1: Raghunātha Dāsa Gosvāmī documented an actual conversation between Lord Kṛṣṇa and Satyabhāmā in Dvārakā, in which Lord Kṛṣṇa spoke of the actual, historical pearl pastime. 

Option 2: Raghunātha Dāsa Gosvāmī documented an actual conversation between Lord Kṛṣṇa and Satyabhāmā in Dvārakā, in which Lord Kṛṣṇa invented either the entire pearl pastime, which never happened in reality, or parts of it. 

Option 3: Muktā-carita is a purely fictional narrative. There was actually no such conversation between Lord Kṛṣṇa and Satyabhāmā in Dvārakā, nor the pearl pastime in Vraja. 

Since our Gauḍīya-Vaiṣṇava siddhanta and Śrīla Prabhupāda's teaching place strong emphasis on mukhya-vṛtti (literal interpretation) over and above gauṇa-vrtti and lakṣaṇā-vṛtti (indirect or figurative interpretations), we naturally favor option 1 by accepting Lord Kṛṣṇa's words to Satyabhāmā described by the Gosvāmī as literal. In other words, we believe that there was an actual conversation between Lord Kṛṣṇa and Satyabhāmā in Dvārakā, in which Lord Kṛṣṇa spoke of the actual, historical pearl pastime. However, let us examine all the three options. 

Option 1: We should note that, while most of Muktā-carita indeed consists of Lord Kṛṣṇa's joking with the gopis, the early part of it contains a prelude to the humorous exchange. This prelude, being told by Lord Kṛṣṇa to Satyabhāmā, is to be accepted literally. 

Therefore, if one accepts that Raghunātha Dāsa Gosvāmī's Muktā-carita describes actual, historical events in Kṛṣṇa's pastimes in Vraja, then one has to accept that Paurṇamāsī initiated Nāndīmukhī, that the gopis approached Nāndīmukhī for initiation, and that thus women initiating was an accepted social norm in Vraja. In other words, it is not only in jest that initiations from women are mentioned in Mukta-carita. 

Moreover, there is little logical ground to dismiss later references to the possibility of initiation from women in the course of humorous exchange between Lord Kṛṣṇa and the gopis as made in jest, unrelated or contrary to the accepted social norms in Vrndavana. By the same token, one may just as well dismiss Lord Kṛṣṇa's numerous words of eulogy of or romantic interest in the gopis during the same exchange as spoken in jest only. 

Therefore, rather than challenging Bhaguri-muni's position as a dīkṣā-guru of Vrajavasis, these references, in or outside of the joking exchange, simply show that women also initiate in Vraja – albeit "not so many". 

Option 2: If we assume that Lord Kṛṣṇa in His historical conversation with Satyabhāmā simply invented the pearl pastime or its parts, we also have to admit that, in the absence of definitive statement to this effect by the śāstra or ācāryas, we have no means of verifying the correctness of our assumption. This leaves us with no conclusion other than that Lord Kṛṣṇa chose to speak of women initiating as an accepted social norm in Vraja, for whatever reason, and that we have to accept His words as a normative dharma unless interpreted otherwise by guru, sadhus, or śāstra. 

Option 3: If we consider Muktā-carita a mere fictional narrative rather than a "historical statement", we are still led to assume that its references to women initiating simply indicate that Raghunātha Dāsa Gosvāmī did not see the function of dīkṣā-guru as something wrong or non-Vedic for women.
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*Sat-kriyā-sāra-dīpikā of Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī*

However, before citing numerous historical and contemporary precedents of Vaiṣṇavī dīkṣā-gurus accepted as a norm in the Gauḍīya-Vaiṣṇava-sampradāya, we will quote a relevant passage from Śrīla Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī’s Sat-kriyā-sāra-dīpikā, the Gauḍīya-Vaiṣṇava smṛti. 

Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura explains the significance of Sat-kriyā-sāra-dīpikā:

“To protect the constitutional duties of the devotees, Śrīmad Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī composed the book Sat-kriya-sāra-dīpikā … from authentic statements of the Vedas, Purāṇas, and dharma-śāstras, headed by the Manu-saṁhitā. After carefully considering the subject of nāma-aparādha, and rejecting the process of worshiping the forefathers and the demigods, Śrīmad Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī wrote Sat-kriya-sāra-dīpikā for the benefit of the devotees of Govinda who are either outcastes or situated on the platform of varṇāśrama”. (Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura in his translation of Sat-kriya-sāra-dīpikā)

In the Introduction to Sat-kriyā-sāra-dīpikā, discussing atonement for Vaiṣṇavas, Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī quotes a passage from Padma-purāṇa prohibiting Vaiṣṇavas from resorting to regular Vedic means of atonement, starting with: 

vaiṣṇavasya na saṅkalpo no dānaṁ na ca kāmanā
 prāyaścittaṁ ca no yāgaḥ sad bhū-devād-pūjanaṁ

“A Vaiṣṇava is not supposed to do saṅkalpa, dāna, keep material desires, perform atonement or sacrifice, but must perform worship of Vaiṣṇavas and holy brāhmaṇas”.

In his commentary on this verse Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī notes: 

“The word 'ca' indicates another kind of atonement for the Vaiṣṇava. What is that atonement? One should again accept name and mantra from one’s own spiritual master (punaḥ pañca-saṁskāra-pūrvvakaṁ śrī-bhagavan-nāma-mantra-grahaṇam). If the guru is not present [left his body], one should accept them from the guru’s wife (tad-abhāve tat-pātnyas), if she is not present, then from his son, if he is not present, then from his Godbrother, and if he is not available, then from any other pure devotee (sajatīyānanya-śaraṇa-sādhutaḥ) having similar qualities. Thus becoming exceedingly pure by having accepted the pañca-saṁskāras again, he should offer obeisances to and worship Lord Viṣṇu, by fully engaging in hearing, chanting and remembering the name, form, qualities and pastimes of Lord Viṣṇu.”

In other words, Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī not only recognizes a theoretical possibility of Vaiṣṇavī-dīkṣā-gurus, but actually enjoins as a standard spiritual principle that one retake both the nāma and mantra via the process of pañca-saṁskāra from the departed guru’s wife as the primary recourse.

Given the principle that qualified Vaiṣṇavis can give pañcarātrika-dīkṣā into nāma and mantras — as established here by Gopāla Bhatta Gosvāmī — one would expect to see authentic examples of this principle in the Gauḍīya-Vaiṣṇava-sampradāya in practice. 


One such example, which cannot be easily dismissed as deviant, is that of Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s own dīkṣā lineage as described in his dīkṣā-patra (letter of initiation), in which three Vaiṣṇavīs — Rāma Maṇi Gosvāminī, Guṇa Mañjarī Gosvāminī and Maheśvarī Gosvāminī — are preceding dīkṣā-gurus in his line (see next page).

We should note that BS 1.59-60 says, in effect, that unless you are ready to accept these three Gosvamīnīs as siddhas, the entire dīkṣā lineage of Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura starting from them is bogus and useless, as all the consecutive ācāryas after them in his line were not properly initiated, and the three Gosvāmīnis themselves were foolish and fallen:

atha strī-śūdra-saṅkīrṇānirmalāpatitādiṣu
ananyenānya-dṛṣṭau ca kṛtāpi na kṛtā bhavet ||59|| 

If one surrenders to a woman, śūdra, saṅkīrṇa (one of mixed birth), one who has not accepted an ācārya, or a sinful and fallen person, his initiation is useless or as if not done. This is so even if he takes shelter with [an] unalloyed attitude.

ato ‘nyatrāśu vidhivat kartavyā śaraṇāgatiḥ 
upadeṣṭā tu mantrasya mūḍhaḥ pracyavate hy adhaḥ ||60|| 

Such a disciple should quickly take shelter of another spiritual master who is bona fide according to rules and regulations. A foolish person (as described in 59th verse), who becomes [a] spiritual master by giving mantras, falls down.

However, Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura had a different opinion. Otherwise why did he seek initiation into this line from Bipin Bihārī Gosvāmī, and conclude his commentary on Caitanya-caritāmṛta with the prayer:

“The eminent Bipin Bihari Prabhu, who is the manifestation of the transcendental energy of Lord Hari, who sports in the forests of Vraja, has descended in the form of the spiritual preceptor. Seeing me in the dark well of worldly existence, he has delivered this humble servant of his.”

This by itself says a lot about the applicability of Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā’s above verses (and your ṭīkā on them) to our Gauḍīya-sampradāya.

*Challenging Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s dīkṣā line*

It is undeniable that Bhaktivinoda Thakura accepted as socially and sastrically appropriate the fact that there are VDGs in his own paramparā. However, rather than acknowledging this fact, you chose to attack the validity of his dīkṣā line altogether. 

In Defense 1, 4-6, you noted that Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s line is called siddha-praṇālī and then argued that the VDGs in his line were not bona fine because:

Śrīla Prabhupāda in NOD 16 “rejects siddha-pranali as a concoction”;

or else, “even if siddha-pranali is bona fide, it is not meant for ISKCON” because, among other things,  “ISKCON’s initiation process is pancaratriki not siddha-pranali”;
or else, those VDGs in his line should have been on the level of prema to reveal the siddha-svarūpa of their disciples; and
or else, Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura rejected his dīkṣā-guru Bipin Bihari Goswami and the entire disciplic succession as a caste goswami apasampradāya.

One point to note here is that tossing everything but the kitchen sink at an inconvenient historical fact reveals nothing but one’s desperation to deny it and overall confusion about the truth. Indeed, the above four contentions are so mutually contradictory that it leaves us wondering which one of them you yourselves believe to be true — if any. 

More specifically:

1. If Śrīla Prabhupāda’s rejection of siddha-praṇālī in NOD 16 as “a manufactured way… followed by the prākṛta-sahajiyā pseudosect of so-called Vaiṣṇavas” is indeed as blanket as you seem to suggest by applying it to the practice that Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura deliberately and happily took initiation into, you would necessarily imply that Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura himself was either a prākṛta-sahajiyā follower or gullible enough to be misled by them. By extension, this would also invalidate Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s detailed description of the process of siddha-praṇālī in Harināma-cintāmaṇi and Jaiva-dharma, and make him an accomplice in the “manufactured way” as he gave siddha-praṇālī-dīkṣā to his son Lalitā Prasāda as well as to some of his other disciples.
   
Moreover, your interpretation of Śrīla Prabhupāda’s dismissal of siddha-praṇālī puts him at odds with his spiritual master, and you — with yours. Bhakti Vikāśa Swami writes in Śrī Bhaktisiddhānta Vaibhava:

“To extrinsic vision, Śrīla Sarasvatī Ṭhākura either abandoned rāgānuga-bhajana or gave a new definition of and vantage on it, converting it into a process so confidential as to appear almost nonexistent, while practically rejecting the established rāgānuga tradition. Yet his teaching that there was no need for the meditational siddha-praṇālī was not rejection of the process per se, but of its widespread misappropriation.”

Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura himself describes the genuine process of siddha-praṇālī and its corrupted version in his letter to a disciple:

“I have noted your letter dated the 24th. The aṣṭa-kālīya-līlā about which you have heard from the Vaiṣṇavas in Vṛndāvana should be highly regarded no doubt. But the way in which these pastimes are conceived of in the contaminated state is totally corrupt. Some fortunate individuals are capable of knowing these things after chanting for a long time, for that is the identity of the true self. But it can only be known after one is freed of mental contaminations. With the awakening of this spiritual identity, one automatically has constant cognition of his spiritual form. Those who say that they can teach or reveal this identity are practicing a kind of deception; it cannot be done. On the other hand, if a devotee receives some inspiration after sincerely chanting for a long time, he should go to the sad-guru or advanced devotees and ask for it to be confirmed and purified by them. The spiritual identity has eleven aspects (ekā-daśa-bhāva). There are many cases of unscrupulous gurus who artificially force-feed these designations on unqualified practitioners, but we cannot call this the mark of spiritual perfection. Those who have achieved the perfection of being fixed in their spiritual identity (svarūpa-siddhi) have attained such a realization through internal revelation and the spiritual master’s only involvement in these matters is to help the further advancement of a disciple. As a practitioner progresses toward spiritual perfection, all these things are revealed naturally within the heart that sincerely seeks service.”

Your misconstrued interpretation of Śrīla Prabhupāda’s statement about siddha-praṇālī also invalidates as deviant Gopāla Guru and Dhyānacandra Gosvāmīs’ writings that established the practice in our sampradāya. Contrary to your view, however, Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura writes in Jaiva-dharma 39:

Gopāla Guru Gosvāmī said: “Śrī Caitanya instructed Śrīla Svarūpa Dāmodara to disseminate rasa-upāsanā, the process of bhajana inculcated with rasa. Accordingly, he composed his diaries on rasa-upāsanā comprising two sections: antaḥ-panthā, the esoteric, internal means of attainment; and bahiḥ-panthā, the exoteric, external means of attainment. The esoteric process was entrusted to Śrīla Raghunātha dāsa Gosvāmī, as amply exhibited in his books, and the exoteric rasa-upāsanā was allocated to Śrīla Vakreśvara Paṇḍita, which is the treasure of our spiritual lineage. This exoteric rasa-upāsanā was passed on to me by Śrīla Vakreśvara Paṇḍita and from me to Śrī Dhyānacandra who has compiled it in a book of which you are now the fortunate recipient.”

He also describes the process in detail in Harināma-cintāmaṇi, 15.66-67:

“The spiritual master then mercifully describes to his disciple the eleven aspects of identity and how they relate to the Lord’s lila. Pleased with his disciple, the spiritual master then orders him, “Now go and enter the Lord’s pastimes in this identity”.”

Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s notes: “When on examining the disciple’s natural tendencies, the spiritual master verifies that he truly has the qualifications for serving in the shringar rasa, he informs him of the eternal form that he should cultivate as a manjari in Lalita’s sub-group of Srimati Radharani’s yutha of gopis. Then the spiritual master explains the mutual relation between the eleven components of that spiritual identity necessary for the practice and the object of that practice, the pastimes the Lord enjoys throughout the eight periods of the day (aṣṭa-kālīya-līlā). He especially shows the disciple his spiritual name, form, qualities, and principal service. Furthermore, the spiritual master tells him in which home in Vraja the practitioner will take birth and with which cowherd she will be married. He then goes on to explain how, as a gopi, she will reject the conventional morality of the Vedas and become a protected servant under the tutelage of one of the Lord’s prominent mistresses, a yutheshwari, whom she will serve through the daily cycle of pastimes. The aspirant then accepts this identity and enters the next stage, that of contemplation, smaraṇa-daśā. This is the aspirant’s actual birth as a gopī in Vraja. One should here remember and follow the words of the Bhagavatam: yāḥ śrutvā tat-paro bhavet—“When one hears these pastimes of the Lord, one becomes absorbed in them”.”

using his own svarūpa (Kamalā-mañjarī) as its exemplar.

Lastly, your objection to Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s lineage as a “concoction” is mutually incompatible with your other three above objections by suggesting that either Śrīla Prabhupāda was mistaken in his assessment of siddha-praṇālī or that one following it cannot attaint prema or become a dīkṣā-guru of a Vaiṣṇava ācārya.  

2.  By starting your second objection with the clause “even if siddha-pranali is bona fide, it is not meant for ISKCON”, you admit to having either misread or deliberately misinterpreted Śrīla Prabhupāda’s statement from NOD 16 that you used for labeling Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s dīkṣā-line as a “concoction”. It should be obvious to you that, like Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī, by the “so called siddha-praṇālī … followed by the prākṛta-sahajiyā pseudosect” Śrīla Prabhupāda criticized not the authorized practice followed by Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura and predecessors in his line, including the three Gosvāminīs, but “its widespread misappropriation”. 

You then proceed to elaborate on how siddha-praṇālī is not applicable to ISKCON, thus resorting to the straw man fallacy at its best, as no one in this discussion has ever proposed or has any intention to propose adoption of the practice of siddha-praṇālī in ISKCON. 

[Speaking of which, incidentally, this is also the red herring fallacy — as an attempt to divert our discussion from its main topic, which is your efforts to make ISKCON adopt a novel initiation policy and practice based on your misinterpretation of selected verses from Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.]

You then state, somewhat puzzlingly, that “ISKCON’s initiation process is pancaratriki not siddha-pranali” — apparently being unaware that the exoteric rasa-upāsanā process taught by Dhyānacandra Gosvāmī, of which siddha-praṇālī is an intrinsic part, actually is pāñcarātrikī by classification and its very nature. Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura writes in his commentary on Caitanya-bhāgavata, Madhya-khaṇḍa, 6.111:

śāstra-dṛṣṭye pūjā kari’ paṭala-vidhāne
ei śloka paḍi’ kare daṇḍa-paraṇāme

Advaita Ācārya worshiped the Lord according to the pāñcarātrika regulations of the scriptures. He offered His obeisances while reciting the following verse.

Commentary by Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura: The phrase paṭala-vidhāna refers to the pāñcarātrikī regulations that are described in various paṭalas, or chapters of the scriptures. Śrī Advaita Ācārya Prabhu worshiped Mahāprabhu according to the pāñcarātrika rules and regulations set forth in the scriptures. By using the phrases śāstra-dṛṣṭye and paṭala-vidhāne, the author of Śrī Caitanya-bhāgavata has indicated to those who are inclined to the service of the Lord that Advaita Ācārya Prabhu worshiped Gaura with Śrī Gaura-mantra. We find this method of worship in Śrī Dhyānacandra’s paddhati as well as in many other Pañcarātra literatures like the Ūrdhvāmnāya Tantra. In these literatures the process for worshiping Gaura with Gaura-mantra is described. Advaita Ācārya Prabhu worshiped Mahāprabhu according to the pāñcarātrika rules and regulations based on the scriptures, and in order to reveal that Lord Gaurasundara is nondifferent from Viṣṇu, He offered prayers to Mahāprabhu by reciting the verse beginning namo brahmaṇya-devāya. By quoting the verse beginning namo brahmaṇya-devāya, the author of Śrī Caitanya-bhāgavata did not contradict the Gaura-mantra.
    
So, siddha-praṇālī is as much a pāñcarātrikī process as ātmīya-bhara-nyāsa of Bhāradvaja-saṁhitā. And the reason why it is not practiced in ISKCON is because it was not introduced by Śrīla Prabhupāda — just like Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā wasn’t. 

3. You then make yet another peculiar objection:
“Guru must be on prema platform, which is evident because he not only knows his own svarūpa but that of his disciple also. (...) [E]ven if accepting siddha-praṇāli as bona fide the dīkṣā-gurus giving siddha-praṇāli-dīkṣā most certainly would have to have been siddhas themselves, which is compatible with Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā’s requirement that ladies be siddha (BS 1.44) to give dīkṣā. Otherwise, without being siddha, how could they know not only their own siddha-svarūpa but also that of their disciples? If they were not siddha, then they absolutely had no qualification to give siddha-praṇāli.” (Defense 5) 

First, it is rather telling that you are ready to declare the three Gosvāminīs in Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s dīkṣā line to be either prākṛta-sahajiyā deviants or siddha-prema-bhaktas, but are unwilling to concede them to be a historical fact and an accepted social norm in Gauḍīya-Vaiṣṇavism — simply because the latter conclusion doesn’t fit your speculative prejudiced paradigm. (More on this in Section II: “Reinventing BS 1.42-44”) Such lack of scruples as regards using the spiritual status of (potentially) great devotees of the past as a bargaining chip for establishing one’s philosophical inventions ultimately leads to dire consequences — as will be shown in Section II.4.l “Did Jāhnavā-devī behave nicely?” 

And second, contrary to your premise that a siddha-praṇālī-dīkṣā-guru “must be on prema platform, which is evident because he not only knows his own svarūpa but that of his disciple also”, Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura in Harināma-cintāmaṇī 15.68-73 describes the process of siddha-praṇālī-dīkṣā as more of a gradual iteration towards one’s svarūpa with the assistance of one’s guru rather than its immediate and correct discernment by the guru “on the spot”:

“On hearing of his eternal spiritual identity with a pure attitude, the aspirant accepts it and takes it into his heart. (68) One should assess one’s personal preferences at the time of acceptance and reveal them to the spiritual master in all sincerity: “O master, you have given me my spiritual identity, and I am completely satisfied with it.” (69) “I feel a natural attraction for this identity and therefore accept your order with all seriousness and purity.” (70) If, on the other hand, the disciple does not like it, he should sincerely tell his spiritual master what he would prefer. (71) The guru will consider the matter and give him another identity and, if the disciple likes it, also reveal to him his own. (72) 

Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura adds in a footnote to verses 72-73: 

“When the spiritual master establishes the pure personal inclinations of the aspirant, the aspirant should also help the spiritual master by speaking his mind about his own preferences. As long as he does not clearly establish the inclinations of the disciple, the guru’s directions are not flawless. Ruci or taste is an inclination that has been shaped by one’s previous deeds in both this and previous lives. The inclination to a particular spiritual identity, however, is integral to the soul. Should a person have a natural aptitude for servitude or friendship rather than for shringar rasa, he should be instructed accordingly, otherwise there will be undesirable consequences.” 

In other words, the ability of a siddha-praṇālī-dīkṣā-guru to immediately and accurately ascertain a disciple’s svarūpa is a case of wishful thinking on your part to advance your own hypothesis that only women of the level of prema can be VDGs, and is not an actual qualification established by the ācārya.

The actual qualification for such a siddha-praṇālī-dīkṣā-guru is described by Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura in verse 61 of the same chapter 15 of Harināma-cintāmaṇī:

nijāpekṣā śreṣṭha śuddha-bhāvuka ye jana |
bhāva-mārge gurudeva sei mahājana ||61||

“The spiritual master on this path of cultivating the spiritual identity is a great ecstatic, more advanced than oneself, and pure in his mood.”

As is evident from the verse, the siddha-praṇālī-dīkṣā-guru needs to be greater than oneself (nijāpekṣā śreṣṭha), pure in his mood (mahājana) and a “great ecstatic” (śuddha-bhāvuka). The latter is a term that doesn’t necessarily refer to prema or even bhāva. Without delving into the intricacies of the siddha-praṇālī  process as described by Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura in Harināma-cintāmaṇī, one may be a siddha-praṇālī-dīkṣā-guru even at advanced stages of rāgānuga-sādhana-bhakti. (Bhāva as your arbitrary prerequisite for VDGs will be discussed in detail in Section II.(5) titled “Defining pratyakṣitātma-nāthas”.) 

4. Finally, you offer the most paradoxical objection to the validity of Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s dīkṣā line. In Defense 5-6 you write:

“It should also be noted that some articles published in The Gaudiya during the lifetime of SBSST suggest that even the disciplic succession of BVT’s dīkṣā-guru itself was not bona fide. (...) Other articles published during the lifetime of SBSST in the Gauḍīya … give further support that the disciplic succession of Bipin Bihari Goswami, a caste-goswami guru, was not bona fide. Indeed, BVT himself declared the caste goswamis as an apasampradāya.”

As far as your conjecture that, since Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura “declared the caste goswamis as an apasampradāya”, therefore he himself belonged to one — that would necessarily imply that Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura also willfully propagated the same “apasampradāya” as he gave initiations into the same dīkṣā line to his son Lalitā Prasāda and a few other disciples. There is no written evidence by  Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura himself that he ever rejected or even disrespected Bipin Bihārī Goswami, neither were disciples of Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura ever classified or rejected by Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura as belonging to an apasampradāya on the basis of their initiation into the same dīkṣā line.

Not only that, but one would expect the writings of an “apasampradāya” guru such as Bipina Bihārī Goswami to be also tinged with deviations and as such, unacceptable for pure devotees. However, as Bhakti Vikāśa Swami writes in Śrī Bhaktisiddhānta Vaibhava:   

“Arcana procedures given by Śrīla Sarasvatī Ṭhākura for the Gaudīya Maṭha were based largely on the extensive directions given in Śrī Bipina Bihārī Goswami's Hari-bhakti-taraṅgiṇī, and also incorporated those of Hari-bhakti-vilāsa and the Saṅkṣepa-arcana-paddhati (Abridged system of worship) given by Śrīla Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura at the end of his Bhajana-rahasya. (…) In his preface to Hari-bhakti-taraṅgiṇī, Śrī Bipina Bihārī Goswami acknowledged Śrī Siddhānta Sarasvatī's having edited that work. Even after Śrī Bipina Bihārī's demise, the Gaudīya continued to advertise Hari-bhakti-taraṅgiṇī.”

Also, Bipina Bihārī Goswami was instrumental in conferring the title “Bhaktivinoda” upon Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura, wrote articles for Sajjana Toṣaṇī, actively participated in Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s nāma-haṭṭa program, and helped him establish and manage the Caitanya Press for publishing Bhaktivinonda Ṭhākura’s writings. 

Moreover, considering Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s description of Bipina Bihārī Goswami’s pivotal role in his life:

 “I had been searching for a suitable guru for a long time, but had not found one, so I was feeling disturbed. Whenever I met someone who inspired my devotion, when I studied his character, I became disappointed and lost faith. I was anxious to find a guru and so I prayed to God. One night in a dream the Lord indicated that soon I would receive initiation. The next morning I felt relieved. In a few days Gurudeva finally wrote a letter saying, “I will come soon and give you initiation.” When Gurudeva finally came both my wife and I received initiation and we were pleased. From that day on I felt compassion towards all beings and the sin of meat eating vanished from my heart and compassion arose towards living beings.” 

which culminated in revealing Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s svarūpa as Kamalā-mañjarī, on your own admission, Bipina Bihārī Goswami must have been on the level of prema. Not only that, but the guru of Bipina Bihārī Goswami, Yogeśvara Goswami, must have likewise been on the level of prema to have correctly identified his discple’s svarūpa as Vilāsa-mañjarī, confirmed by Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura. How could then both of them be, in your judgment, prema-bhaktas, bogus “caste-goswami gurus”, and deviant prākṛta-sahajiyās — all at the same time? 

Lastly, and most importantly, while few doubt that there was a disagreement and consequent alienation between Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura and Bipina Bihārī Goswami on substantial grounds later in their relationship, — even if it finally led to a formal rejection of the guru by the disciple (or vice versa), how could that by itself invalidate the entire paramparā founded by Jāhnavā-devī that they both belonged to? 

For instance, does Kṛṣṇa-kirti Prabhu’s official and public rejection of his own spiritual master, Hridayananda Dasa Goswami, on philosophical and doctrinal grounds invalidate, by the same token, the dīkṣā-paramparā that the latter belongs to? And why shouldn’t the obvious answer “no” to this question equally apply to the dīkṣā-paramparā of Bipin Bihārī Goswami? 

Conclusion: Of the four specious objections that you have put forward against VDGs in Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s dīkṣā line, none give any grounds for their dismissal — as either deviants, or prema-bhaktas, or in-between.      
BR Śrīdhara Mahārāja and the “dead mantras”
In yet another attempt to invalidate this inconvenient historical fact about Śrīla Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s dīkṣā lineage, some VDG opponents ascribe the following statement to Bhakti Rakṣaka Śrīdhara Mahārāja: 

“And since FDG is against DVAD then to create them would again be disregarding Śrīla Prabhupāda's instruction about implementing DVAD and committing the 3rd offense against the Holy Name so they, as Sridhar Swami said regarding other lady gurus ‘will deliver dead mantras’.”

However, the statement that lady gurus “will deliver dead mantras” is nowhere to be found in the teachings of BR Śrīdhara Mahārāja. What BR Śrīdhara Mahārāja did say about “dead mantras” was in reference to caste goswamis, rather than to Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s own dīkṣā lineage:

“One who is possessing that knowledge, that love, of that type, that purity; there is guru. Otherwise the guru parampara means body parampara. The continuation of so many bodies together. Then the caste brāhmaṇas, the caste Goswamis, they will continue, because body after body they are getting that mantram. But the mantram is dead there, so living mantram, living tendency for the service of higher type, wherever it is to be traced, we shall find that there is the guru. One who has got that sort of eye awakened, he'll see where is guru.” 

As for the female dīkṣā-gurus in Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s line, this is what BR Śrīdhara Mahārāja actually said:

“We have to follow the spirit; otherwise from Jahnava up to Vipina Goswami, from whom initiation was taken by Bhaktivinoda Thakur from Vipina Goswami, from Jahnava to Vipina Goswami, so many ladies are there, unknown ladies. Through them the mantram came to Vipina Goswami and from him, Bhaktivinoda Thakur came. But we accept Bhaktivinoda. Should I go to count all those ladies in the parampara? What was their realization? We are slaves of the truth. What is flowing, the current, the pure current, we are beggars of that. We have no charm of any form.” 

In other words, he did not call the Vaiṣṇavīs deliverers of “dead mantras”, but questioned their realization — and not because they were women, but because they were “unknown”. 

Apparently, BR Śrīdhara Mahārāja did not hold those lady gurus in high esteem, and one may be tempted to apply his questioning their realization to VDG in toto. However, just two days later BR Śrīdhara Mahārāja elaborated on the possibility of madhyama-adhikārīs and women serving as dīkṣā-gurus, emphasizing the same point — wherever there is substance of Kṛṣṇa consciousness and dedication to Caitanya Mahāprabhu’s mission, the person is a guru:

Devotee: She [a disciple of Śrīla Prabhupāda who had joined another Gauḍīya Maṭha] believes that only a maha-bhagavata, an uttama-adhikari should act in that position.

Śrīdhara Mahārāja: If it is available, it is well and good. Otherwise, the madhyama bhagavata who cannot stop his activity of preaching by his intrinsic inspiration, his urge, he feels urge to propagate then he cannot be checked, should not be checked. We are to detect whether that urge for preaching is for to acquire the fame or some position. That is also fame. That is also money or something else. If it is true that he wants to spread this Kṛṣṇa consciousness he should be recognized as an ācārya. Recognition should be given, should be alloted to them who has got sincere enthusiasm to spread Kṛṣṇa consciousness in the line of Swami Mahārāja. A fair field should be. If Swami Mahārāja's case is justified, Prabhupada did not give recognition to Swami Mahārāja in a clear way that he will become ācārya but why Swami Mahārāja has taken that interest in himself? Because he had love, sufficiently intense for Prabhupada. He could not check the urge for preaching and he came in the battle, the forefront, in a pushing way. If that has got justification, then this ācārya will feel urge within himself to go on with the work of Swami Mahārāja ahead. They should not be checked. They are justified, thereby. Their internal feeling, that is their justification. So they should be left free to go on with their sincere propaganda, their attempt, their enthusiasm. Only we should try to detect whether that energy, source of energy is something else than Guru Mahārāja's, than Kṛṣṇa consciousness.

(...) So ladies may not be left, excluded from getting the benefit of Kṛṣṇa consciousness and they also may have [a] chance. But whether the lady ācārya should be appointed or not, that may come in future. Whether a lady devotee for the facility to propagate amongst the ladies, whether such qualified lady ācārya should be accepted or not, that may be a question of controversy. But I think that, for the sincere thinking person wherever there is Kṛṣṇa consciousness, there is purity. And wherever the sincere urge for propagation, the sanction must be there. That should be the fair field. Here also previously Jahnavadevi Ṭhākurani and others they did that sort of function of the ācārya.

Devotee: So there were some lady ācāryas.

Śrīdhara Mahārāja: Where?

Devotee: There were previously.

Śrīdhara Mahārāja: Yes, very rare. The number can be counted on fingers, lady ācāryas.

Devotee: Whenever this question would arise our Guru Mahārāja [our Śrīla Prabhupāda] he would always quote the verse kiba vipra, kiba nyasi, śūdra kene naya/ yei krsna-tattva-vetta, sei 'guru' haya.

Śrīdhara Mahārāja: Wherever Kṛṣṇa consciousness is present and wherever Mahāprabhu consciousness, that is to preach - yare dekha, tare kaha 'krsna'-upadesa. That is not mere Kṛṣṇa consciousness but that is Mahāprabhu consciousness. Kṛṣṇa consciousness with guru consciousness, Mahāprabhu consciousness. And Mahāprabhu, that says whomever you will find, talk about Kṛṣṇa, nothing else. You won't be lost. You have no fear to be lost. I am here. This wide command. But everywhere, the test is sincerity must be there. Sincerity. Not any imitation.

Please note that in this passage, while acknowledging the rarity of female dīkṣā-gurus in our line in the past, BR Śrīdhara Mahārāja concurs with Śrīla Prabhupāda’s position by emphasizing that the qualification for this service comes from one’s dedication to Mahāprabhu’s order to preach. What is conspicuous by its absence in his treatment of the topiс, though, is your contention that women are forbidden to initiate in Mahāprabhu’s line unless they are Goloka residents.
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*(c) Kṛṣṇa-mayī Devī of the Gauḍīya Matha*

In the context of BR Śrīdhara Mahārāja’s above statement:

“But whether the lady ācārya should be appointed or not, that may come in future. Whether a lady devotee for the facility to propagate amongst the ladies, whether such qualified lady ācārya should be accepted or not, that may be a question of controversy.”

it is especially relevant that his own disciple, Kṛṣṇa-mayī Devī (1898-2002) later in her life assumed, on the request of senior Gauḍīya Math members, the role of dīkṣā-guru with a praṇāma-mantra composed for her by a Gauḍīya Math sannyasi, and gave hari-nāma initiations to 7-8 disciples — even though her doing so faced objections from some leaders of other Maths. She was also requested for but didn’t give mantra-dīkṣā because, as she explained, she hadn’t received the brahma-gāyatrī — which in the Gauḍīya Math was given along with the Pāñcarātrika mantras only to men, but not to women.

*(d) Jayasri Goswamini of Sri Guru Prapanna Asrama*

Another example of a contemporary Gauḍīya Vaiṣṇavī dīkṣā-guru is Jayasri Goswamini, head and ācāryā of Sri Guru Prapanna Asrama since 1994. She is the successor of her guru Patita-pavana Goswami Ṭhākura (1919-1991), a disciple of Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura, who, following the split in the Gauḍīya Math, founded Sri Guru Prapanna Asrama in pursuance of Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura’s vision of “Visnupriya Palli” — an asrama for Vaiṣṇavīs to practice devotional service in renunciation. 

Jayasri Goswamini initiates both men and women. At her Vyasa-puja ceremony in 2019, sannyasis and brahmacaris from Gauḍīya Vedanta Samiti, Sri Gopinath Gauḍīya Math, and Sri Caitanya Gauḍīya Math offered their homage to her. 


(Photo: sannyasis and brahmacaris from Gauḍīya Vedanta Samiti, Sri Gopinath Gauḍīya Math, and Sri Caitanya Gauḍīya Math offering homages to Jayasri Goswamini at her Vyasa-puja, 24 August 2019)

One of them, Bhaktivedānta Santa Mahārāja of Gauḍīya Vedānta Samiti, addressing in his speech the question of whether women can be ācāryās, cited the example of Jahnava Devi and Gangamata Goswamini and quoted CC Antya 4.67:

yei bhaje sei baḍa, abhakta—hīna, chāra
kṛṣṇa-bhajane nāhi jāti-kulādi-vicāra


”Anyone who takes to devotional service is exalted, whereas a nondevotee is always condemned and abominable. Therefore in the discharge of devotional service to the Lord, there is no consideration of the status of one’s family.

and emphasized:

“Only Kṛṣṇa is Bhagavan and the rest, everyone, are prakriti. When Hari, guru and Vaiṣṇavas are remembered then all impediments are removed. It is Nityananda Prabhu who supplies the potency to guru-tattva. Nityananda Prabhu is like the powerhouse and anyone connected to the powerhouse can transmit that power.”

*(e) Premadhara Devi of Rādhā-kuṇḍa*

Another contemporary Gauḍīya Vaiṣṇavī dīkṣā-guru is Premadhara Devi, a disciple of Ananta Dasa Babaji (1927-2018). She resides in Vrndavana with her husband and children and, on her guru’s order, preaches, gives śāstric discourses, counsels devotees and initiates disciples of both genders into hari-nāma and mantra. Moreover, she started initiating while her guru was still physically present. 

While ISKCON has philosophical differences with Rādhā-kuṇḍa Gauḍīya Vaiṣṇavas on a number of issues, few challenge the extensive knowledge of the Gauḍīya Vaiṣṇava siddhanta and tradition that Ananta Dasa Babaji had and which he, undoubtedly, acted in accordance with rather than contrary to when appointing Premadhara Devi as an initiator. 

*(f) Haridās Śāstri of Gadadhara-parivara*

Yet another example of Gauḍīya Vaiṣṇavī dīkṣā-gurus comes from a prominent Gauḍīya Vaiṣṇava guru and scholar Haridās Śāstri, considered to be "arguably the most prolific and well-educated Gauḍīya Vaiṣṇava ‘insider’ scholar of the twentieth century.” He belonged to the Gadādhara-parivāra and emphasized that Vaiṣṇavīs giving dīkṣā in his line was a norm rather than an exception:

Haridās Śāstri: “Only Sri Caitanya gave complete status to women in everything, whether it was worship of Salagrama, worship of the deity, chanting, or initiation. Before Him no one else allowed women to do those things. In varṇāśrama or even in other Vaiṣṇava sampradāyas, women were always considered as less than men. But Sri Caitanya gave them equal rights, as far as devotion is concerned. 

“Mahāprabhu had an equal vision toward woman, because every human being has a right to worship Bhagavan, and there is no discrimination in that. Therefore, He gave equal rights to women to worship just like men. He ordained that women should not be discriminated against when it comes to the service of Bhagavan.”

Question: What is the meaning of Gosvāminī when it comes to the female gurus in our sampradāya?

Haridās Śāstri: “Previously there was a tradition that the mantra was to be taken from the mother, and not from the male. The mother is considered to be superior to the father. The mother is considered as the first guru of the child. So in our Vaiṣṇava parampara, dīkṣā was taken from the wife (mother) and not from the husband (father).

“So Gosvāminī in this case does not mean the renounced order, but the wife of the guru. This changed at my guru’s time, because his father gave dīkṣā. Before that, it was always from the wife (mother).

“In the case of my guru, his mother had left her body before he could take dīkṣā from her. Then there was a meeting of the scholarly people to decide who would give him (my guru) dīkṣā. Then it was decided that his father should give dīkṣā.”

Both Haridās Śāstri’s own dīkṣā-paramparā (lineage of initiation into mantra) and vesa-line (lineage of initiation into the babaji order) descend from Gadadhara Pandita and include Vaiṣṇavī gurus: 

Dīkṣā-parampara: Gadadhara Pandit, Bhugarbha Goswami, Caitanya Goswami, Bhimananda Goswami, Kasirama Goswami, Svarnamani Goswamini, Hemamani Goswamini, Kiranamani Goswamini, Cintamani Goswamini, Durganath Goswami, Vinoda Bihari Goswami. (7 men, 4 women)

Vesa-parampara: Gadadhara Pandit, Nayanananda Misra, Vallabha Misra, Srimati Thakurani, Madhusudana Goswami, Nityananda Dasa Mahasaya, Ramakrsna Dasa Mahasaya, Vinoda Bihari Goswami. (7 men, 1 woman)

Again, if BS 1.59-60 had such an absolute applicability to our sampradāya as you propose, then both lineages of Haridās Śāstri, just like Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s, would have been bogus and useless. 

We may note here that Haridas Śāstri’s explanation of the term ‘Gosvāminī’ and its underlying tradition of initiation may further corroborate that the three Gosvāminīs in Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s dīkṣā line are representative of a formerly established and authentic tradition rather than of a deviation, as some anti-VDG proponents are trying to prove.

To sum up, following your sagacious advice:

“[W]e are obliged to assess what is permissible for us according to the vidhis, or rules established by our ācāryas, not according to some other sampradāya’s rules if they differ from ours.Trying to do otherwise is an offense against the ācāryas of our disciplic succession.” (VNP 80) 

we are obliged to conclude that Vaiṣṇavīs in the role of dīkṣā-gurus in our sampradāya are much more permissible than you are trying to present by references to “some other sampradāya’s rules that differ from ours” — thus, in your own words, committing “an offense against the ācāryas of our disciplic succession.”
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To repost one particularly relevant passage from our own smriti-sastra, Sat-kriya-sara-dipika of Gopala BHatta Gosvami:

In the Introduction to Sat-kriyā-sāra-dīpikā, discussing atonement for Vaiṣṇavas, Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī quotes a passage from Padma-purāṇa prohibiting Vaiṣṇavas from resorting to regular Vedic means of atonement, starting with: 

vaiṣṇavasya na saṅkalpo no dānaṁ na ca kāmanā
 prāyaścittaṁ ca no yāgaḥ sad bhū-devād-pūjanaṁ

“A Vaiṣṇava is not supposed to do saṅkalpa, dāna, keep material desires, perform atonement or sacrifice, but must perform worship of Vaiṣṇavas and holy brāhmaṇas”.

In his commentary on this verse Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī notes: 

“The word 'ca' indicates another kind of atonement for the Vaiṣṇava. What is that atonement? *One should again accept name and mantra from one’s own spiritual master (punaḥ pañca-saṁskāra-pūrvvakaṁ śrī-bhagavan-nāma-mantra-grahaṇam). If the guru is not present [left his body], one should accept them from the guru’s wife (tad-abhāve tat-pātnyas)*, if she is not present, then from his son, if he is not present, then from his Godbrother, and if he is not available, then from any other pure devotee (sajatīyānanya-śaraṇa-sādhutaḥ) having similar qualities. Thus becoming exceedingly pure by having accepted the pañca-saṁskāras again, he should offer obeisances to and worship Lord Viṣṇu, by fully engaging in hearing, chanting and remembering the name, form, qualities and pastimes of Lord Viṣṇu.”

In other words, Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī not only recognizes a theoretical possibility of Vaiṣṇavī-dīkṣā-gurus, but actually enjoins as a standard spiritual principle that one retake both the nāma and mantra via the process of pañca-saṁskāra from the departed guru’s wife as the primary recourse.

Given the principle that qualified Vaiṣṇavis can give pañcarātrika-dīkṣā into nāma and mantras — as established here by Gopāla Bhatta Gosvāmī — one would expect to see authentic examples of this principle in the Gauḍīya-Vaiṣṇava-sampradāya in practice.
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entitled Did Jāhnavā-devī behave nicely? in which I analyze their claims (VNP below and above stands for their said book, Vaiṣṇava-dīkṣā according to Nārada-Pañcarātra: Can a Female Devotee be a dīkṣā-guru?)

*Did Jāhnavā-devī behave nicely?*


In VNP 30-32 you attempt to answer a very relevant question:

//How can you decide which woman is a siddha? This is not institutionally verifiable and thus cannot help ISKCON in framing rules for Vaiṣṇavīs to become dīkṣā-gurus. //

Your answer to this question is so revealing that we will reproduce it and comment on it in its entirety.

Before we begin, the first thing to note in your two-page answer is that it doesn’t answer the question “How can you decide which woman is a siddha?” at all. Rather, you dismiss it as irrelevant. We will deal with this in more detail in the Section II.5.b “Ativyapti”: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit#heading=h.ybnbkcp7y8rh

Here is your answer: 

//“For normal cases (non-siddha candidates for the position of dīkṣā-guru) the qualifying rules are already mentioned in Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā 1.38–43. But it is also mentioned in Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā 1.44 that siddhas are an exception to this rule. This means that if needed, a dīkṣā-guru can be appointed even from a prohibited category, provided that he or she is a siddha. This is a necessary condition for women. The norm is that women generally cannot become dīkṣā-guru".//

Let us remind you that, as was already proved above, if Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā 1.38-43 is taken as the normative document for dīkṣā-guru qualifications, the norm will be that śūdras and antarodbhavas also cannot be dīkṣā-gurus. You yourself acknowledge this restriction above: “This means that if needed, a dīkṣā-guru can be appointed even from a prohibited category, provided that he or she is a siddha.” 

//“The exception is that if she is siddha, she may be allowed. But exceptions should not be institutionalized. The exception supports the norm. But if the norm is not in place, then the exception becomes an option, not an exception. Śrīla Prabhupāda said “not so many” and “very special case.” The norm must first be in place. Otherwise, the exception will itself become a part of the norm in lieu of any other example.// 

[We will deal with “not so many” and “very special case” in detail in Section III below to show how they prove something contrary to your contentions here.]

//“Moreover, we also find that the majority of nitya-siddha women did not become dīkṣā-guru. Women like Kunti, Devahūti, Rukmiṇī, Yaśodā, and many others were not dīkṣā-gurus although they were far more advanced than we are. What could have stopped them from taking the position of dīkṣā-guru? Nothing. They did not become.

“And Bhagavad-gītā 3.17–25 explains why they did not become. Lord Kṛṣṇa explains that even if one is a siddha and therefore eligible to transgress the rules of varṇāśrama-dharma, one should still go on following one’s prescribed duties, which also means not following others’ prescribed duties, in order to guide others who are less advanced. 

“Lord Kṛṣṇa adds that even He Himself, who is beyond doubt always liberated, nonetheless follows duties prescribed according to varṇāśrama-dharma. He further adds that if He does not follow them, then He will be the reason for the destruction of the whole society. And that is because everyone will follow His example. 

“Great liberated nitya-siddha ladies like Kunti were aware of this instruction of Lord Kṛṣṇa, and thus they did not artificially try to become dīkṣā-guru—even though they were eligible from all angles, even according to the śāstras.// 

Here you mention that Kunti, Devahūti, Rukmiṇī, Yaśodā and other ladies didn’t become dīkṣā-gurus “in order to guide others who are less advanced” per Lord Kṛṣṇa’s instructions in BG 3.17-25, of which they “were aware”. 

First of all, again in an awe-inspiring display of transtemporal telepathy, this time you glean your insights from the minds of residents of bygone yugas. However, since your own repeatedly stated epistemological preference is guru-sādhu-śāstra, could you support with sastric evidence that you have read their minds correctly? For more on the possible reasons why one of such ladies didn’t become a dīkṣā-guru, please see Section IV: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit#heading=h.fhreyxgfsp5b 	

Second, your statement leads one to conclude that Jāhnavā-devī set a bad example and improperly guided others by becoming an ācāryā. You cannot avoid this conclusion by stating that Jāhnavā-devī, being the Lord’s śakti, was able to do what Kunti could not, since you immediately go on to state that even Kṛṣṇa Himself would be responsible for the destruction of the whole society if He failed to fulfill His varṇāśrama duties, because “everyone will follow His example”. 

Then you again conclude that this was the reason why Kunti et al “did not artificially try to become dīkṣā-guru — even though they were eligible from all angles, even according to the śāstras”. You say it was because they were aware of Lord Kṛṣṇa’s instructions and example in BG 3.17-25 and didn’t want to be “the reason for the destruction of the whole society.”
 
So, following your train of thought, if it would have been artificial, aśāstric and socially disruptive even for siddhas like Kuntidevī and Devahūtī to initiate a disciple or two, then it must have been immensely more artificial, aśāstric and disruptive for Jāhnavā-devī to actually act as the ācāryā for the entire Gauḍīya sampradāya. 

You then try, as usual, to enlist Śrīla Prabhupāda in support of your view:

//“Śrīla Prabhupāda himself supports this point. He says that in order to preach, a nitya-siddha mahābhāgavata uttama-adhikārī has to act on the platform of madhyama-adhikārī. 

“Uttama adhikārī may be without kaṇṭhī, without śikhā, without Vaiṣṇava symptoms. He’s paramahaṁsa. But when he comes to the preaching platform he must become a madhyama adhikārī, not to imitate uttama adhikārī, because he has to teach. He cannot deviate from the teaching principles. So what you are speaking, that “Without śikhā without kaṇṭhī, one can become guru,” that is fact for the paramahaṁsa, not for the preacher. Preacher must behave very nicely.” 

“In ISKCON, a guru must preach. Therefore, a guru “must behave nicely,” following all rules and regulations for non-siddhas, thereby setting an example to be followed by others. The very word ācārya means “to lead by an example.” This is another reason for the Vaiṣṇavīs to not become dīkṣā-gurus and follow the examples of predecessor Vaiṣṇavīs like Kunti and Devahūti.”//

So what you are trying to make Śrīla Prabhupāda say here is that for women — even for siddha women such as Kunti etc. — “behaving nicely” and being “ācārya” means that they won’t initiate. 

This necessitates that, by her being the ācāryā of the entire Gauḍīya sampradāya, Jāhnavā-devī was not an ācāryā or behaving nicely. Furthermore, she was being artificial in that role, she was not actually guiding others less advanced people by her example and thus was contributing to the destruction of the world — perhaps because, unlike Kuntidevī, Yaśodā and other siddha women, Jāhnavā-devī was either not aware of BG 3.17-25 or simply chose to disregard Lord Kṛṣṇa’s example and precept.

Now, while trying to “screw out” a contrived meaning out of Śrīla Prabhupāda’s statement made in an entirely different context and to make it sound as if applicable to VDG, you forget or deliberately conceal Śrīla Prabhupāda’s other statements in which he directly dealt with Jāhnavā-devī being an ācāryā when he was specifically asked about the subject of Vaiṣṇavīs acting as dīkṣā-gurus:

“If a woman is perfect in Kṛṣṇa consciousness... Just like Jāhnavā-devī, Lord Nityānanda's wife, she was ācārya. She was ācārya. She was controlling the whole Vaiṣṇava community.”

(For a detailed treatment of this and the other conversation, please consult Section III.3 of Guru: The Principle, Not the Body: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit#heading=h.s48w0xl77zpp)

So, for the record, when discussing the exact topic of VDG, Śrīla Prabhupāda does not agree with your interpretation. Moreover, even his qualifying statements about VDG as being “not so many” and “very special case” are totally free from all your offensive innuendos in regard to Jāhnavā-devī and, by extension, other Vaiṣṇavīs who acted and continue to act as dīkṣā-gurus in our sampradāya. 

Furthermore, if the entire Vaiṣṇava community — which at the time of Jāhnavā-devī included such luminaries as Jīva Gosvāmī, Raghunātha dāsa Gosvāmī and Narottama Dāsa Ṭhākura — allowed themselves to be “controlled” by a woman, they disagree with you too. 

Hence, once again we see that your interpretation of Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā is not only unique and imaginative (sva-kapola-kalpitatvam) but also runs contrary to the orthodoxy and orthopraxy of our entire Gauḍīya sampradāya. And yes, it is also deeply offensive.
10/27/20, 09:13 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Also, if @919381063234 Sumithra Krishna Prabhu and other devotees wish so, I can try and answer the remaining 9 questions by @917373089272 Sridhara-srinivasa Prabhu. That won't be difficult. However, as I explained above,  I do not want to dismiss Srila Prabhupada’s instructions on the topic as if they were either irrelevant, or insufficiently authoritative, or internally inconsistent/conflicted, or insupportable by sastra, or several of the above and thus create this unfortunate and dangerous precedent of habitually and routinely fact-checking Srila Prabhupada’s instructions against the sastra. And the fact that it is much more difficult to get him to agree that Srila Prabhupada's instructions are sufficient and self-authoritative than to answer his queries by citing sources outside Srila Prabhupada's instructions is concerning.
10/27/20, 09:14 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I am saying “unfortunate and dangerous” because there have already been too many instances in our sampradaya of scholarly devotees challenging the validity of contemporary or predecessor acaryas based on their own knowledge of the sastra — Vallabha-bhatta, Rupa Kaviraja, Ananta Vasudeva and Sundarananda Vidyavinoda, and, during Srila Prabhupada’s times, his own disciples rejecting their respective acaryas on the basis of the acaryas’s alleged inconsistencies with the sastra. 

The two disciples of Srila Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati, for instance, are particularly stark examples, as they were, arguably, his most trusted and most scholarly disciples by far. Yet, as Bhakti Vilasa Swami writes in his Sri Bhaktisiddhanta Vaibhava:  

On Ananta Vasudeva: “It was widely reported that he also rejected some teachings and practices imparted by his guru—for instance, stating that Śrīla Sarasvatī Ṭhākura's introducing of sannyāsa was not according to śāstra, and disagreeing with his conception of paramparā. From certain of Ananta Vāsudeva's statements it became clear that he considered Śrīla Sarasvatī Ṭhākura not a nitya-siddha. Thus Ananta Vāsudeva was rejected by most of his godbrothers and many of his disciples”.

On Sundarananda Vidyavinoda: “In the era after Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī's departure, most of his followers rejected Sundarānanda [Vidyavinoda] as heretical for subscribing to Ananta Vāsudeva's rejecting Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī's teachings”.
10/27/20, 09:18 - sridhara srinivasa das: This is a repeat of what is already posted or part of it. I am seeing a repeat
10/27/20, 09:19 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Well, I have learned a lot about repeats from someone on this chat since I joined. )
10/27/20, 09:22 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am considering what you have already provided. So unless this is not new please allow me time to grab all the stuff that you have posted and i will get back to you on providing remaining 9 questions.. We are still in only 0.5 and you still have not answered question 1. So please help me grab your stuff just like i helped you grabbing stuff.. If you did learn something from my gesture.. 😂😂😂 That is a joke so don't take it seriously..

Please help me grab stuff off here by allowing me time.. Thank you.

Also when should i expect your 40 plus page response on Srila Prabhupada 'words and harmonization of his words with sastra?
10/27/20, 09:25 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am only trying to understand how far you are from posting the to Srila Prabhupada words >= to sastra and not requiring harmonization?

After this we will determine about remaining 9 questions..
10/27/20, 09:26 - sridhara srinivasa das: Thanks for the affirmation that it is a repeat so i will not consider that segment..
10/27/20, 09:31 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Well, I introduced it as aa repetition from what I said above: " However, as I explained above, "
10/27/20, 09:31 - sridhara srinivasa das: @919381063234

We want to make sure we grab all the stuff that MM has posted. I want us to hold off on remaining 9.5 questions that are yet to be answered.

Let us get all the 1000+ paragraphs that has been posted our way by MM.. When we go through those we are hoping to get a real "picture" so please wait.

Right now we, are waiting for the 40+pages that MM P has promised us.
10/27/20, 09:32 - sridhara srinivasa das: 🙏
10/27/20, 09:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: Well i mean i am waiting.. I don't know if @919159484378 has had time to go through your answer for suniti issue.
10/27/20, 09:34 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: //Right now we, are waiting for the 40+pages that MM P has promised us.//

I have promised, and I am self-motivated to write them. However, I want to take as much time to compile it properly, and not as little as I feel forced to. If I do not manage to finish the document today and tomorrow — which with the train ride in 2 hours is likely — it will  have to wait till after the two-week GBC college session. The is way too important to be rushed.
10/27/20, 09:43 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok madan prabhu.

Meanwhile I request all members to read the long post which madan prabhu has posted .
10/27/20, 15:09 - Savyasachi Pr Slm: My obeisances to all. I am Savyasachi Das. 

I have followed through the lengthy responses posted by His Grace Madana Mohana Prabhu today. 

Yesterday he shared his book and I read that also, in order to get an idea. I have read Prabhu Krishna-kirti and Damodara Das’s book on Vaisnava Diksa according to Narada Pancaratra. I wanted to put forward three points here with regards to the discussion going on here. I will do that in 3 separate posts. This is simply my opinion and I am not so advanced nor learned to discuss this with all of you. But I felt that I need to express my points here if they are of any value. Thankyou for tolerating me.
10/27/20, 15:17 - Savyasachi Pr Slm: *Point #1: Krishna Kirti Das and Damodara Das’s book on Vaisnava Diksa offends Jahnava-devi*

*His Grace Madana Mohana Prabhu—// your statement leads one to conclude that Jāhnavā-devī set a bad example and improperly guided others by becoming an ācāryā.//*

I read the book several times but could not connect it the way Madana Mohana Prabhu is connecting. What I understood was that the authors are explaining that even in the liberated stage generally devotees follow varnasrama regulations in order to guide the society, as did the Pandavas, etc. This doesn’t negate special cases like Risabha-deva, Sukadeva Goswami, etc. as wrong doers or creators of bad examples. 

*Then How did I understand Jahnava-devi’s being guru?*

Well it was obvious for me that (and probably the authors intended that) Jahnava-devi was not a general case; sometimes great personalities do somethings which cannot be explained by general rules and thus should not be imitated. That’s it. Lord Krishna Himself gives examples of Janka etc. So then do we say that He is offending those who do not follow varnasrama after being liberated?

It was not obvious to me and never struck me that the authors may have intended to say that Jahnava-devi was setting a bad example. Neither do I find (I read that section again) any such words from the authors. Thus, to me it seems it is a too far derived meaning out of the authors’ text, that author offended Jahnava-devi. If they would have offended Jahnava-devi then why would they respectfully say she was a liberated soul? 
However, I contrast this with the statement posted by Madana Mohana Prabhu about Suniti saying, 

*// They are women, but, they are not Suniti, they don't live 7 manvantaras ago, they don't have vengeance against their husbands and cowives as the main motive for instructing Dhruva //*

In the first look itself I think anyone would become stunned by this statement that claims Suniti instructed Dhruva out of vengeance against her husband and co-wives. I don’t think it needs big intellectual exercise to figure out the evident meaning or intention of the author; although it may need long explanations to prove that the author did not mean it actually. May be that is why Madana Mohana Prabhu had to explain it in so much detail.

Similarly it seems in the case of Vaisnava Diksa book it needed long explanation by Madana Mohana Prabhu to claim that the authors actually intended offense to Jahnava-devi. 

This is my humble understanding reading both the books and seeing conversation thread here.
10/27/20, 16:23 - Savyasachi Pr Slm: *Point #2: Did Suniti advise Dhruva out of her vengeance against her husband and Suruchi?*

Madana Mohana Prabhu said—
*// They are women, but, they are not Suniti, they don't live 7 manvantaras ago, they don't have vengeance against their husbands and cowives as the main motive for instructing Dhruva //*

However, Srila Prabhupada says (SB 4.8.23, Purport)—
---------------------------------
Although a pure devotee does not seek benedictions from the Supreme Lord for material advancement, it is stated in Bhagavad-gītā that pious persons go to the Lord even for material benedictions. A person who goes to the Supreme Personality of Godhead for material gain is gradually purified in association with the Supreme Lord. Thus he becomes free from all material desires and is elevated to the platform of spiritual life.

*Sunīti, the mother of Dhruva, was a farseeing woman, and therefore she advised her son to worship the Supreme Lord and no one else.*
------------------------------

This means that she knew that Dhruva will get purified of material contamination of the desire to take revenge from his father and step-mother.
10/27/20, 17:05 - Savyasachi Pr Slm: *Point #3: Did Suniti called her husband henpecked, vile and foolish behind his back?*

Prabhu Madana Mohana says—
*//However, is this veracity allowed for or expected of an ideal Vedic wife — calling her husband behind his back foolish, vile and henpecked — in a conversation with their son who is visibly out to get back at them? Does calling them such ill names help Dhruva follow what she has just advised him to do — forgive, forget, respect and be happy — or it rather stokes his anger?//*

It seems here that neither Suniti nor Dhruva spoke out these statements but these are mindsets that are being read by Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura just as he reads minds of Lord Krishna and Arjuna in the Bhagavad-gita and describes them throughout commentaries. (see end for a similar example). Note that “iti āha yasya iti” wherein he says that she spoke thus. This means whatever was described before in this commentary was not spoken but thought.

So if this was not actually spoken by Suniti then there is no point of stoking Dhruva’s anger nor a point of veracity on the part of Suniti. However, natural anger on the part of Suniti is expected and natural. Even liberated souls like Arjuna, Dhruva himself, Srila Prabhupada, and many become angry. Does that mean that they are not elibigle to become gurus? Vyasadeva lamented when Sukadeva Goswami left home and ran after him. Does this mean he is not guru? 

However, Suniti did not become controlled by her anger, on the contrary she preached to Dhruva not to be angry with Suruci. And she did not accuse Suruchi but her own fortune. 

*Is this not a very great quality on the part of Suniti that in such trying conditions, she is instructing her son to not be envious of her co-wife who is like her enemy and who wanted to kill her?* we should ask ourselves a question. I remember Acharya Drona who trained Drstadyumna who he knew is born to kill him (Drona). 

Instead, how much justified it is, if we try to use this fact to establish that Suniti was not fit even to become a wife what to speak of being a guru. Frankly speaking which of the today’s ISKCON ladies (even very dedicated preachers) and for that matter even male gurus have this quality? I leave this question to the readers.

*An Example of VCT reading mind of Arjuna and Krishna and commenting on that*

In BG 2.13, VCT quotes Arjuna’s mind and speaks as if he is speaking. But there was no actual speaking—
_nanu cātma-sambandhena deho’pi prīty-āspadaṁ syāt, deha-sambandhena putra-bhrātrādayo’pi, tat-sambandhena tat-putrādayo’pi | atas teṣāṁ nāśe śokaḥ syād eveti ced ata āha dehina iti |_

“One’s body becomes the object of affection as it is related to the soul (which is most dear to one’s self). By relation with that body, one’s sons, brothers or other relatives become objects of affection. And by relationship to them, even their sons also become objects of affection. So when their body perish, there will certainly be lamentation.” In answer to this Lord Krishna speaks this verse.
10/27/20, 20:24 - +7 925 908-01-08: Madana Mohan Prabhu raised a point, which is quite pertinent to the topic. How is it possible that we’ve got not just Jahnava Devi, but Hemalata Thakurani, Gangamata Goswamini as well as a number of contemporary examples in our sampradaya of Vaishnavi Diksha Gurus if this is against our tradition, as you are trying to convince us?
10/27/20, 21:51 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/27/20, 21:51 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: <Media omitted>
10/27/20, 21:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja... Please see my response below:

Maharaja, you brought MMP to this conference when I had asked your holiness what is the sastra pramana for FDG resolution. Although the start was a bit scratchy... i managed to come to the terms and i presented my questions in a proper manner. My first question was and still is:

1. What is the sastra pramana for FDG implementation?
But MM P raised a very serious question that is whether Srila Prabhupada's words are greater than or equal to sastra? I answered that in about 10 paragraphs for which I am yet to get a response.

All of a sudden Madan Mohana Prabhu is blaming me for being "obstinate".

//MMP says:
10/27/20, 09:13 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Also, if @919381063234 Sumithra Krishna Prabhu and other devotees wish so, I can try and answer the remaining 9 questions by @917373089272 Sridhara-srinivasa Prabhu. ...*And the fact that it is much more difficult to get him to agree that Srila Prabhupada's instructions are sufficient and self-authoritative than to answer his queries by citing sources outside Srila Prabhupada's instructions is concerning.*//

So I will wait for MM Prabhu to address the current question
1. Srila Prabhupada words greater than equal to sastra
2. And then provide Sastra pramana for GBC's  FDG implementation.

Already MMP has changed the goal post on me twice...

your holiness point comes down this list but we have to get point 1 and 2. then only we will be able to answer that question. 

your humble servant
10/27/20, 21:55 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Maharaj all these great personalities you have mentioned are not ordinary souls .


Hemalata Thakurani

   Shri Hemalata Thakurani, the daughter of Shrinivasa Acharya, was a pure Devotee of Lord Krishna and Lord Chaitanya. She lived in Gaura mandala and initiated many disciples. Yadunandana Dasa, her disciple, wrote Shri Karnanandana and other Vaishnava books. Her samadhi is in Dhira Samira Kunja, next to her father's
10/27/20, 21:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: @919381063234 very good point...

This is what we have been trying to get to .. Maharaja's and MMP's point on this one is still down my list...

Can you please flash the 11 points one more time? Everyone seemed to have forgotten it
10/27/20, 21:59 - sridhara srinivasa das: But we need to stay the course of point 1: Srila Prabhupada Vakya greater than equal to sastra (MMP prabhu inserted this above my list) 
point 2: What is the sastra pramana for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution?
10/27/20, 22:08 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja...I had agreed for change of priority on the list .. please see the history below:

MMP changes goal posts:
===================
//MMP Says:
I didn’t want to dismiss Srila Prabhupada’s instructions on the topic as if they were either irrelevant, or insufficiently authoritative, or internally inconsistent/conflicted, or insupportable by sastra, or several of the above. I simply did not want to create this unfortunate and dangerous precedent of routinely fact-checking Srila Prabhupada’s instructions against the sastra. This is what I hope to elaborate upon.//

So first of all I asked MMP to provide sastra pramana for FDG resolution made by GBC. For that question MMP changed the goal post by saying that first we should not ask for sastra pramana but first one should ask whether one accept the position of Srila Prabhupada and his statements as equal or greater than sastra. So I worked on that a good 40 sleepless hours and provide the analysis of how important Srila Prabhupada’s words in his purport to CC Madhya 20.352 with respect to harmonizing the statements of guru and sadhu with sastra. Now MMP says we can move on to see the sastra pramana for FDG and eventually changing the goal post back to sastra pramana. MMP does a “catch 22.” 
He did not want us to go to Bharadvaja Samhita to explain Sunitii purport but he himself goes over and beyond Srila Prabhupada’s words given in Krishna Book chapter 53 over to Jiva Gosvami or to Raghunatha Dasa Goswami’s mukta-carita to establish precedence for FDG in Vedic tradition which Srila Prabhupada hardly mentioned such things in his teachings especially in his books. So is it that if MMP jumps over Srila Prabhupada it is okay but when others sincerely try to harmonize Srila Prabhupada’s words with Bharadvaja Samhitha it is “unfortunate and dangerous precedent?” 

So let MMP prove in 100 pages that his position is correct. Then we will move on.

We cannot keep debating topics without proper guidelines of debate.. When I presented my 10 paragraphs MM was quick to caution me of moving target. But when he has posted a zillion worded posts he keeps posting snippets from those big posts with a slight change everytime inside the contents, but prefxing a statdment "as mentioned above" .. 

Yet another case of how MM does not follow the rules that he set..

So we want MM to answer 
Point 1: Srila Prabhupada's position 
Point 2: Sastra Pramana for GBC's Tirupati FDG resolution
10/27/20, 22:13 - sridhara srinivasa das: //

10/24/20, 07:00 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I hope, though, you still stand by what was written in the original file before I comment. )


10/24/20, 07:00 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Otherwise it will be like shooting a moving target.
//

Just showing the proof...
10/27/20, 22:25 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok let us wait and be patient as madan mohan prabhu has requested for time .
10/27/20, 22:29 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @919381063234 Sumithra Krishna Prabhu, with yours and @79259080108 Maharaja's permission I will quit this chat as there is no other way that I am aware of to put on pause incoming messages from such thoughtful Vaisnavas as @919500656554 (BTW, thank you very much for your gentlemanly style of discussion, Savyasachi Prabhu), that are very interesting and intellectually stimulating and prompt me to get involved into yet another discussion tangential to the main topic. However, I do want to focus on addressing the main issue, as @917373089272 pertinently pointed out. 

That said,I have already answered his number 2 "What is the sastra pramana for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution?" with quotes from both sastra (SB, Sat-kriya-sara-dipika and Mukta-carita) and Gaudiya tradition without citing Srila Prabhupada as the ultimate pramana, so, unless those pramanas are successfully challenged, I will consider point 2 taken off his list.  ys, mmd
10/27/20, 22:29 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: Once I finish, I will rejoin you, if you kindly allow.
10/27/20, 22:30 - Balarama Acarya BVKS New: This message was deleted
10/27/20, 22:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: Point 1 as escalated by you remains unanswered.. and so should we consider that you have conceded that point
10/27/20, 22:31 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: No.
10/27/20, 22:31 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: There is nothing to concede. I just want to focus on addressing it properly.
10/27/20, 22:32 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: And my question was for @919381063234
10/27/20, 22:32 - sridhara srinivasa das: Point 1 was escalated and i am waiting for it.. How can we go to point 2 if you had said point 1 was far more important than point 2.. so you concede point 1 and answered point 2 and exiting the conference.
10/27/20, 22:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: So first of all I asked MMP to provide sastra pramana for FDG resolution made by GBC. For that question MMP changed the goal post by saying that first we should not ask for sastra pramana but first one should ask whether one accept the position of Srila Prabhupada and his statements as equal or greater than sastra. So I worked on that a good 40 sleepless hours and provide the analysis of how important Srila Prabhupada’s words in his purport to CC Madhya 20.352 with respect to harmonizing the statements of guru and sadhu with sastra. Now MMP says we can move on to see the sastra pramana for FDG and eventually changing the goal post back to sastra pramana. MMP does a “catch 22.” 
He did not want us to go to Bharadvaja Samhita to explain Sunitii purport but he himself goes over and beyond Srila Prabhupada’s words given in Krishna Book chapter 53 over to Jiva Gosvami or to Raghunatha Dasa Goswami’s mukta-carita to establish precedence for FDG in Vedic tradition which Srila Prabhupada hardly mentioned such things in his teachings especially in his books. *So is it that if MMP jumps over Srila Prabhupada it is okay but when others sincerely try to harmonize Srila Prabhupada’s words with Bharadvaja Samhitha it is “unfortunate and dangerous precedent?” *
10/27/20, 22:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: *So is it that if MMP jumps over Srila Prabhupada it is okay but when others sincerely try to harmonize Srila Prabhupada’s words with Bharadvaja Samhitha it is “unfortunate and dangerous precedent?”*
10/27/20, 22:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: Srila Prabhupada never quoted Mukta-carita... as a pramana for FDG
10/27/20, 22:34 - sridhara srinivasa das: how can MMP cite that as a harmonaization
10/27/20, 22:34 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/27/20, 22:34 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/27/20, 22:35 - Balarama Acarya BVKS New: Right after I logged into the chat I proposed to check the discussion on the subject of prohibited tricks irrelevant for honest debate. Vaishnavas are not supposed to be exercising in words jugglery but aiming only to arrive to the truth. Applying such tricks as jalpa (wrangling), irrational reasoning (vitanda), specious reasoning (hetvabhasa), unfair reply (chala) in debates occurs when debaters are short of relevant arguments. If one side uses these all prohibited tricks or one of them the other side should not reply with same manner otherwise the discussion gets contaminated and principle goal is lost. I am not a scholar not an expert in nyaya so now I would like to propose examine this conversation on violation of rules for debates. 

As much as I am concerned 

1. Madana Mohan prabhu’s seeing in Krishna Kirti prabhu’s and Damodara prabhu’s words offence toward Jahnava Matta (Murari prabhu elaborated it already) could fall into category of jalpa, words jugglery that makes the discussion barren despite being vast. It is vitanda at the same time - argumentation that is aimed exclusively at refuting or destroying an antagonist's position and that is not at all concerned with establishing or defending one's own position. Because, even by proving that Damodara Prabhu and Krishna Kirti Prabhu committed offense to Jahnava-devi, it doesn’t defend Madana Mohana Prabhu’s position of having committed offense to Suniti. It is not that if Krishna Kirti prabhu and Damodara prabhu have committed offense to Jahnava-devi then Madana Mohan prabhu’s committing offense to Suniti is justified. Therefore, this is vitanda.

2. Conclusion about Suniti’s vengeance derived from words of Visvanatha Chakravarti Thakur is an example of hetvabhasa - irrational argument. It is a kind of reasoning that appears to be valid but is really unfounded as is visible from the refutations by Vamsidhara Prabhu and Savyasachi Prabhu.

3. Madana Mohan prabhu’s blaming the other side for checking Srila Prabhupada’s statements with their own understanding of sastras is a case of chala - unfair reply. In unfair reply one takes a word or phrase that has been used in a particular sense, pretends to understand it in a sense other than that which was intended, and then denies the truth of this deliberate misinterpretation of the original speaker's words.  As Madana Mohan prabhu says here: //And the fact that it is much more difficult to get him to agree that Srila Prabhupada's instructions are sufficient and self-authoritative than to answer his queries by citing sources outside Srila Prabhupada's instructions is concerning//. This phrase is based on prejudice that opposing party don’t have understanding that Srila Prabhupada’s words are infallible and their appealing to sadhu and sastra is a lack of faith in Srila Prabhupada’s words. But all they do is trying to establish basic rules for debate the necessity of proving one’s position by the authority of guru, sadhu and sastra, all three as Srila Prabhupada himself taught. 

Backing one’s own stances with all three pramanas is the authoritative method to protect one’s understanding not checking any one of these pramanas. And the attempt itself to discard proper method for ascertaining the truth (means to back by all three) and instead propose to use improper method (means only one pramana) is a sign of lack of intention to come to the truth and having one’s own prejudices.
10/27/20, 22:36 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: I asked if *you* agree that for us Srila Prabhupada's instructions are sufficient to deal with VDG. You disagreed, and stressed that the sastra is more important. I have presented you above with strictly sastric evidence while I am taking time off to elucidate on my first point. Whether I remain on this chat or off this chat is irrelevant for you but relevant for my focus on work.
10/27/20, 22:36 - sridhara srinivasa das: Srila Prabhupada never quoted Mukta-carita but how can MMP quote it if he has not conceded on point 1 that Srila Prabupada's words  are greater than equal to sastra and need not be narmonized...
10/27/20, 22:36 - sridhara srinivasa das: I did not disagree... you said my answer in 10 paragraphs was substantial... you agreed my points were valid until the suniti offence bomb exploded
10/27/20, 22:38 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Sridhar prabhu and madan prabhu  we are not playing any sports competition here.

Let us hear from all concerned as every one has his or her own view point on this subject based on the studies ,realisations .

Lets us be positive .

Let us not post messages in challenging mood.

Let us respect each others sentiments and views.
10/27/20, 22:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: in fact i agreed that Srila Prabhupada's words in CC Madhya 20.352 was the final word for all of us that sadhu-vakya and guru-vakya need to be aligned with sastra vakya
10/27/20, 22:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: No.. i accepted your escalation of the points and spent a good 40 sleepless hours and presented you the report.. @919381063234 Prabhu please confirm
10/27/20, 22:41 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: So now we have
This question

- are srila prabhupad's writings greater or equal to sashtras

If greater than sashtras - give reasons
10/27/20, 22:41 - sridhara srinivasa das: Did MMP not agree to write the 40 plus pages of report or not? he promised and he started to back out after suniti offense bombed on him
10/27/20, 22:42 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes. This was my research paper that i had submitted.. He said he was working on it until monday morning... then after the suniti offense he is changing his position and blaming me unfairly.
10/27/20, 22:43 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: But sridhar pr ,Madan pr mentioned he will be back with answers as he also wrote a long answer in regard to mother sunithi's
10/27/20, 22:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: Whether i agreed or not to his escalated point 1 is in my report... It is clear that i agreed with MMP statement of Srila Prabhupada's words but not in the way he wants me to (mis)understand.. but in the way Srila Prabhupada wanted all of us to understand as mentioned in CC Madhya 20.352. How can he assume that i agreed or disagreed with him when i had submitted my answer in 10 paragraphs... MM also misquoted HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami Maharaja so he owes explanation on that to this group.
10/27/20, 22:53 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Madan Prabhu you may kindly dwell on question one also and answer .

For the benefit of those who joined newly I am again posting the ten questions .


1.	No śāstra-pramāṇa shown by pro-FDG that supports Female ācāryas in history

2.	Śrīla Prabhupāda did not implement it himself, not one Woman Temple President, not one Women GBC, not one Women Sanyāsini, not one WDG. 

3.	Śāstras prohibit FDG (śāstra-vākya) - Nārada-pañcarātra Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā.

4.	Vedic tradition (sadhu-vākya) followed by Sri-Vaishnavas and Madhvas do not have WDG/FDG

5.	Women need to be protected not made as independent Gurus. They are more of Grandmothers than Gurudevīs.

6.	Daivi-varṇāśrama does not allow FDG

7.	The need for FDG comes from āsuric ideas of feminist egalitarian ethos.

8.	No direct dīkṣā lineage as given by Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura. Against Śrīla Bhaktisiddhānta Sarasvatī Ṭhākura and Śrīla Prabhupāda śikṣa paramparā

9.	Because Śrīla Prabhupāda declared that according to śāstra no WDG in SB 4.12.32 purport

10.	Women cannot get yajnopavīta so they cannot give yajnopavīta, necessary for second initiation.
10/27/20, 22:57 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok prabhu ,you can finish and then continue as all members here  have great respect to you and also sridhar prabhu .
10/27/20, 22:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhu where is your 40 pages document  ?
10/27/20, 22:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79116046649 Prabhu we have been waiting for this for past 7 days expecting your 40 page document.
10/27/20, 22:59 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok as it getting late let us continue tomorrow.
10/27/20, 23:01 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Also I am pasting below again the gbc 2019 res on vdg for the members to read it to see if sashtric pramanas are quoted
10/27/20, 23:01 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Statement on the Resolution Allowing Vaisnavis to Serve as Diksa-gurus in ISKCON

ISKCON Governing Body Commission
October 17, 2019

“Just adhere yourself to the lotus feet of Lord Caitanya Mahaprabhu. Then you become spiritual master. That's all. So I hope that all of you, men, women, boys and girls, become spiritual master and follow this principle. Spiritual master — simply, sincerely, follow the principles and speak to the general public. Then Krsna immediately becomes your favorite. Krsna does not become your favorite; you become Krsna's favorite. (...) So if you want to become recognized by Krsna very quickly, you take up this process of becoming spiritual master, present the Bhagavad-gita as it is, your life is perfect.” (Sri Vyasa-puja Lecture — August 22, 1973, London)

“... as far as Krsna consciousness is concerned, everyone is capable of becoming a spiritual master because knowledge in Krsna consciousness is on the platform of the spirit soul. (…) The word guru is equally applicable to the vartma-pradarsaka-guru, siksa-guru and diksa-guru. Unless we accept the principle enunciated by Sri Caitanya Mahaprabhu, this Krsna consciousness movement cannot spread all over the world”. (Caitanya-caritamrta, Madhya-lila 8.128 purport)

On October 15, 2019, the Governing Body Commission of the International Society for Krsna Consciousness (GBC) at their mid-term general meeting passed a resolution allowing, under certain conditions, mature and qualified Vaisnavis to serve as diksa-gurus in ISKCON.
The primary bases for this decision are the expressed desires and instructions on guru qualifications of ISKCON’s Founder- acarya His Divine Grace Srila A.C. Bhaktivedanta Swami Prabhupada.
This resolution concludes over 15 years of the GBC’s thorough research and in-depth discussions of:

-- The letter and spirit of Srila Prabhupada’s numerous instructions on the subject of the importance and qualifications of various types of spiritual masters for ISKCON as a worldwide movement; 

-- Srila Prabhupada’s expressed desire that all his “sons and daughters” become spiritual masters;

-- Srila Prabhupada’s well-documented personal dealings with and engagement of his female disciples in various roles of spiritual responsibility;

-- Srila Prabhupada’s approach to the balance between spiritual and societal roles of Vaisnavas and Vaisnavis in the context of pure devotional service;

-- As appropriate, the broader historical and sastric evidence in regards to diksa in Lord Caitanya’s Gaudiya-Vaisnava sampradaya

While Srila Prabhupada indicated that Vaisnavi spiritual masters had been historically “not so many”, he also taught that the service of diksa-guru required an equally advanced level of Krsna consciousness for both genders that is achievable by strictly following the authorized devotional practices he prescribed.
Srila Prabhupada also taught that the service of diksa-guru naturally stems from fidelity to one’s spiritual master and guru-parampara, from one’s mature preaching of Krsna consciousness (siksa) empowered by such fidelity, and from the sense of selfless responsibility for those souls who become inspired to serve Lord Krsna by such preaching.
At the same time, Srila Prabhupada severely criticized and warned against bodily and mundane considerations in regard to the role and eligibility of diksa-guru — whether in the form of casteism, selfish motives for profit, adoration or distinction, or as conformity to social, cultural or modern trends and artificial “equality”:

“...Generally a spiritual master who constantly instructs a disciple in spiritual science becomes his initiating spiritual master later on. (…) Sri Jiva Gosvami advises that one not accept a spiritual master in terms of hereditary or customary social and ecclesiastical conventions. One should simply try to find a genuinely qualified spiritual master for actual advancement in spiritual understanding”. (Caitanya-caritamrta, Adi-lila 1.35 purport)

We, the GBC, are convinced that Srila Prabhupada by his devotional potency and perfect guidance continues to empower many devotees, men and women alike, to properly follow and represent his teachings in the mission of spreading Krsna Consciousness; and that some of them thus become competent to solidify their siksa by giving diksa as faithful representatives of Srila Prabhupada.
We recognize that some members and friends of ISKCON may object to this resolution based on their own reading of sastra, their own social experiences, or deeply held Vaisnava convictions. At the same time, and on the same basis, others will think this resolution does not go far enough or that the additional requirements are unfair. To assuage these concerns, we will further describe the milestones leading to this decision and the philosophical underpinnings of this resolution in an upcoming document.
In the meantime, we humbly request ISKCON devotees to see this resolution in the light of the inclusiveness of Lord Chaitanya and our previous acaryas, and as facilitating senior, mature and exemplary followers of Srila Prabhupada in their dedicated service to him and his ISKCON. Please bless them in this new important spiritual responsibility.

“So one who is spreading krsna-upadesa, simply repeat what is said by Krsna, then you become acarya. (...) Suppose you have got now ten thousand. We shall expand to hundred thousand. That is required. Then hundred thousand to million, and million to ten million. So there will be no scarcity of acarya, and people will understand Krsna consciousness very easily”. (Lecture on Sri Caitanya-caritamrta, Adi-lila 1.13 – April 6, 1975, Mayapur)
10/27/20, 23:01 - sridhara srinivasa das: //MMD says...

That said,I have already answered his number 2 "What is the sastra pramana for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution?" with quotes from both sastra (SB, Sat-kriya-sara-dipika and Mukta-carita) and Gaudiya tradition without citing Srila Prabhupada as the ultimate pramana, so, unless those pramanas are successfully challenged, I will consider point 2 taken off his list.  ys, mmd///

This question is still not answered. I do not agree. I will respond to this tomorrow. So i think @79116046649 Prabhu will wait for my response on point 2. Point 1 remains (unless conceded or provided with 40 pages document), Point 2 continues to stay on the list...

We have waited so long...@919381063234 prabhu please ensure that you update the work list with these points
10/27/20, 23:02 - sridhara srinivasa das: @919381063234 Please confirm that you have noted this point
10/27/20, 23:03 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Yes noted your point sridhar prabhu .
Thank you.
10/27/20, 23:08 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp left
10/28/20, 02:07 - Harikrishna Pr2: This message was deleted
10/28/20, 07:04 - Krishnakirti Pr: Madan Mohan Pr. has temporarily left the conference in order to complete work on his response to Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu's first point. So, everyone who is interested in the very important and fundamental topic of pramana (hermemeutics) please be patient and renain with this conference.
10/28/20, 08:17 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Yes Please remain and not leave .As HG Krishnakirti prabhu has rightly said that madan prabhu has taken leave to complete his work to reply to sridhar pranhu's first point.

Meanwhile krishna kirti prabhu ,if members have any comments or clarification I am sure they can and we can also discuss .

This group was not started only to read discussion between madanmohan prabhu and sridhar prabhu.

Every is free to participate.

Gbc in its resolution has mentioned that 15 years were spent on this vdg .

So there is no hurry to extend for more time as many devotees want to participate and give their valuable inputs on this very sensitive topic.

This is my feeling .Others can give their comments if any .
10/28/20, 12:11 - +7 925 908-01-08: "However, since both the boys and the girls are being trained to become preachers, *those girls are not ordinary girls but are as good as their brothers who are preaching Kṛṣṇa consciousness*. Therefore, to engage both boys and girls in fully transcendental activities is a policy intended to spread the Kṛṣṇa consciousness movement. These jealous fools who criticize the intermingling of boys and girls will simply have to be satisfied with their own foolishness because they cannot think of how to spread Kṛṣṇa consciousness by adopting ways and means that are favorable for this purpose. Their stereotyped methods will never help spread Kṛṣṇa consciousness. Therefore, what we are doing is perfect by the grace of Lord Caitanya Mahāprabhu, for it is He who proposed to invent a way to capture those who strayed from Kṛṣṇa consciousness."(СС Madhya 7.31-32 purp.)
10/28/20, 12:13 - +7 925 908-01-08: How come that we value only ancient Vaisnavis as deserving to be Diksa Gurus and not Srila Prabhupāda’s disciples/followers, if he himself didn’t discriminate between “boys and girls”?
10/28/20, 12:30 - Murari Prabhu: This message was deleted
10/28/20, 12:31 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Now what about the formal initiations? Should that be forgotten? No. One who follows these principles can become also become a guru, if not full fledged realized siksa guru, then at least a monitor, probationer siksa guru.

 Following this basic sadhana goes a long way. One does not have to be a mahabhagavata to become such an instructor spiritual master. He simply must strictly follow the rules and regulations. 


Keep trained up very rigidly and then you are bona fide Guru, and you can accept disciples on the same principle.


Letter to: Tusta Krsna -- New Delhi 2 December, 1975
10/28/20, 12:31 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Looks like SP when he mentioned the word guru meant siksha gurus not diksha gurus.

But no where he mentioned that his female disciples can become diksha guru
10/28/20, 12:32 - Murari Prabhu: Dandavat Pranam Maharaja. I think the reference is wrong. The quote you are referring to is CC *Adi* 7.31-2.

Please also include the sentence before the one you quoted which says, *"But these rascals should consider that one cannot suddenly change a community’s social customs."*
This means that although Srila Prabhupada did engage women for preaching and that these women preachers were exalted (as are all preachers), still Srila Prabhupada, *did want to change the social customs eventually*. And he begun to do so by speaking about and ordering us to establish varnasrama, therefore gender roles, towards the end of his manifest presence.
10/28/20, 12:37 - +7 925 908-01-08: My dandavats. @919381063234 Prabhu, as we all know he did mention it more than once in letters and conversations. So what we have here is highly speculative understanding of his desire from statements like “Suniti pramana”, in which he *does not refer*  to his female disciples, all the while trying to reject his direct statements?
10/28/20, 12:39 - +7 925 908-01-08: <Media omitted>
10/28/20, 12:44 - +91 94371 79400: Direct statements are accordingly time, place and circumstances and also some time may not be applicable in general.
Due to this although that may be spoken but cannot be generalized for all.
10/28/20, 12:46 - +7 925 908-01-08: This message was deleted
10/28/20, 12:47 - +7 925 908-01-08: Which Varnasrama we’re trying to establish Asuric or Daivi?
10/28/20, 12:48 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Varnashram should properly be defined.So many different meanings of varnashram .
If varnashram is properly then most existing  problems in iskcon will be solved.My personal observation
10/28/20, 12:49 - +91 94371 79400: In our Varna ashram system ladies should not be indipendent.
10/28/20, 12:50 - +91 94371 79400: Should be under parents, husband and son.
10/28/20, 12:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: Being Woman means all his female disciples included or not maharaja?
10/28/20, 12:53 - +7 925 908-01-08: Yes
10/28/20, 12:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: If yes. then how can ISKCON women be excluded from following SB 4.12.32 purport
10/28/20, 12:54 - Murari Prabhu: Yes, in full agreement, otherwise we will be disobeying direct instructions in purports like BG 16.7 and SB 3.24.40
10/28/20, 12:55 - +91 94371 79400: 100% u are right.
10/28/20, 12:55 - +7 925 908-01-08: If you don’t see the difference, you won’t understand
10/28/20, 12:56 - sridhara srinivasa das: ".. I shall request you not to circulate all my letters that I address to you. Letters are sometimes personal and confidential, and if all letters are circulated, it may react reversely. I have already got some hints like that with letters I sent to you regarding Kirtanananda and Hayagriva. So in the future please do not circulate my letters to you. All my letters to you should be considered as confidential, and if you want at all to circulate, you just ask me before doing so."
	Śrīla Prabhupāda’s letter to Brāhmaṇanda, 28 September, 1969

@79259080108
10/28/20, 12:56 - +91 94371 79400: I strongly feel sridhar srinivasan is right.
10/28/20, 12:57 - +7 925 908-01-08: This letter is very content specific, and it doesn’t apply to every situation
10/28/20, 12:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja please explain one more time... I am saying as per SB 4.12.32


 According to śāstric injunctions, there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32] 

So why this is not a clear and direct instruction not applicable to ISKCON woman maharaja?
10/28/20, 12:58 - +91 94371 79400: Then how and why u are taking direct instructions of acharya for all. That is person to person accordingly time place and circumstances.
10/28/20, 12:59 - +7 925 908-01-08: “Could not” is equal to “should not”? And was Suniti initiated?
10/28/20, 12:59 - +91 94371 79400: Very simple and very clear. Even small baby can able to understand.
10/28/20, 12:59 - sridhara srinivasa das: Exactly... So is the letter to Hansaduta 1969 and so are the vyasa puja lecture and O'Connoll conversation or atri rsi conversation.. they are not for general public or everyone but specific to the situation of that conversation
10/28/20, 13:00 - +7 925 908-01-08: This is your personal speculation
10/28/20, 13:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: Was sunithi initiated? According Pancaratra vidhi yes... At the time of marriage women are initiated by husbands.
10/28/20, 13:01 - +7 925 908-01-08: There are statements in which Srila Prabhupada says that he wants his letters published
10/28/20, 13:01 - +7 925 908-01-08: I’m talking about initiation by a Vaishnava Guru
10/28/20, 13:03 - sridhara srinivasa das: Was Uttanapada not a Vaishnava? Can you establish that?
10/28/20, 13:03 - sridhara srinivasa das: Context please.. which statement please point out\
10/28/20, 13:04 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Uttanapada is son of svayambhuva manu
10/28/20, 13:04 - +7 925 908-01-08: His behavior doesn’t indicate that he was a Vaishnava Guru
10/28/20, 13:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: Therefore, according to Vedic system, a boy born in a brāhmaṇa family, he is allowed all the saṁskāras, reformatory, purificatory process, but the girl is not. Why? Now, because a girl has to follow her husband. So if her husband is brāhmaṇa, automatically she becomes brāhmaṇa. There is no need of separate reformation. And by chance she may be married with a person who is not a brāhmaṇa, then what is the use of making her a brāhmaṇa? That is the general method. 
So therefore the..., even born in a brāhmaṇa family, a woman is taken as woman, not as brāhmaṇa.
From Śrīla Prabhupāda's lecture on July 16, 1969, Los Angeles
10/28/20, 13:05 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja please see this lecture by Srila Prabhupda he says for a woman only marriage is initiation automatically.. She can become a second initiated what to speak of first initiation
10/28/20, 13:06 - +91 94371 79400: Books are the basis of our Movement. Whatever appreciation we are getting on account of our books, it is because we are following the path chalked out by exalted devotees. We are not writing something whimsical.
Letter to: Tusta Kṛṣṇa—Bombay, 9 January, 1976
---------------------------------

Śrīla Prabhupāda said:
Whatever I have wanted to say, I have said in my books. If I live, I will
say something more. If you want to know me, read my books.
From TKG's Diary, June 9, 1977
---------------------------------

You may please me the most by reading my books and following the
instructions therein and by becoming fully Krishna Conscious in this
life time.
Śrīla Prabhupāda, in a letter to Bahurupa -- Bombay 22 November, 1974
---------------------------------

Revatīnandana: I have read your books, and I have heard you lecture. And so many things they are asking, I am..., have no capacity to answer them. But you must have the capacity because you know Kṛṣṇa. Therefore they want to ask you personally.
Devotee (1): So that is the...
Prabhupāda: So far I am not so able to answer. I admit my fault.
Devotee (1): Oh, so then that is...
Prabhupāda: I cannot answer.
Devotee (1): I understand. Okay? But they are saying, the general conception of you is that because you know Kṛṣṇa...
Prabhupāda: You can... You...
Devotee (1): [interrupting] Excuse me. Because you know Kṛṣṇa, therefore you know everything about the material world and can answer all questions.
Prabhupāda: So whatever I know I have explained in my books. Beyond that, I have got no knowledge.
Devotee (2): If that is the case, Śrīla Prabhupāda, that does not diminish our respect for you in the least, because we have always held...
Prabhupāda: So what can I do? I say that whatever I have got experience, I am explaining in my books. I have explained. It is not possible for me to answer every individual person. It is not possible.
Devotee (2): We respect that. We understand. It is just that because they are saying these things...
Prabhupāda: I have got my advanced students. They can answer. If they are unable to answer, if you do not find answer from my books, then it is hopeless.
Devotee (1): Ah! But your advanced students are saying if they give an answer that, because they have been appointed by you, therefore their answer is perfectly correct, because...., absolutely correct on all things in the relative world, because they have been appointed by you, and because you know...
Prabhupāda: You may... That's all right. If you don't believe them, you can finish business.
Devotee (2): But are they correct? That's what we want to know.
Prabhupāda: Yes. They are correct.
Room Conversation — June 26, 1975, Los Angeles
---------------------------------
10/28/20, 13:06 - +91 94371 79400: Collected by sridhar srinivasan.
10/28/20, 13:07 - +7 925 908-01-08: So then Prabhupāda was wrongfully giving ladies initiations?
10/28/20, 13:07 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja.. This is debatable and please state an evidence from Srila Prabhupda and Acaryas to prove this
10/28/20, 13:07 - +91 94371 79400: He is acharya can do.but not by others.
10/28/20, 13:08 - sridhara srinivasa das: I will come back to this in a bit.. But please provide sastra, sadhu, guru pramana for Uttanapada's behaviour being not vaishnava-guru in the form of a husband
10/28/20, 13:08 - +7 925 908-01-08: Can do it later
10/28/20, 13:10 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: SP being acharya did this .He only gave initiations to them .But didnt ask them to become initiating guru.

SP will not do anything which goes against the sashtra.
10/28/20, 13:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: Very nice
10/28/20, 13:12 - +7 925 908-01-08: Prabhu, there are tons of quotes where he says “all of my disciples should become gurus”. He was not discriminating
10/28/20, 13:12 - sridhara srinivasa das: very nice...
SB 10.33.31 clearly supports this statement...
WE should only do those activities that acarya say and do it with matching action..
Srila Prabhupda may have said in conversations that "*woman can become guru, but not so many*" but how many he appointed as female-gurus? ZERO
10/28/20, 13:12 - +7 925 908-01-08: tathā cikīrṣamāṇaṁ taṁ
sapatnyās tanayaṁ dhruvam
suruciḥ śṛṇvato rājñaḥ
serṣyam āhātigarvitā
tathā — thus; cikīrṣamāṇam — the child Dhruva, who was trying to get up; tam — unto him; sa-patnyāḥ — of her co-wife (Sunīti); tanayam — son; dhruvam — Dhruva; suruciḥ — Queen Suruci; śṛṇvataḥ — while hearing; rājñaḥ — of the King; sa-īrṣyam — with envy; āha — said; atigarvitā — being too proud.
While the child, Dhruva Mahārāja, was trying to get on the lap of his father, Suruci, his stepmother, became very envious of the child, and with great pride she began to speak so as to be heard by the King himself.
The King, of course, was equally affectionate toward both his sons, Uttama and Dhruva, so he had a natural inclination to take Dhruva, as well as Uttama, on his lap. But because of his favoritism towards his queen Suruci, he could not welcome Dhruva Mahārāja, despite his feelings. King Uttānapāda's feeling was understood by Suruci, and therefore with great pride she began to speak about the King's affection for her. This is the nature of woman. If a woman understands that her husband regards her as a favorite and is especially affectionate to her, she takes undue advantage. These symptoms are visible even in such an elevated society as the family of Svāyambhuva Manu. Therefore it is concluded that the feminine nature of woman is present everywhere.(SB 3.12.56)
10/28/20, 13:16 - sridhara srinivasa das: Where does Srila Prabhupda says that King's behaviour does not suit him as a vaishnava-guru... This is just a family duel now.. isn't it? All in the family...Yes, King was a bit partial to his second wife and neglected his first wife.. but ...

Okay i will return back to this point... later...
10/28/20, 13:17 - sridhara srinivasa das: No Srila Prabhupda was not wrong.. He followed the sastra vidhi laid out in BS 1.14, 15 wherein it is stated that all are eligible for Vaishnava-diksa
10/28/20, 13:17 - sridhara srinivasa das: Srila Prabhupada followed the Vedic system which is:

īśvarāṇāṁ vacaḥ satyaṁ  tathaivācaritaṁ kvacit
teṣāṁ yat sva-vaco-yuktaṁ  buddhimāṁs tat samācaret
“The statements of the Lord’s empowered servants are always true, and the acts they perform are exemplary when consistent with those statements. Therefore one who is intelligent should carry out their instructions.”
10/28/20, 13:18 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I have a question 

4 things are forbidden in kaliyug which includes taking sanyas.

So all those who have taken sanyas including lord chaitanya ,can we understand they have offended sashtras.

Looks like sanyas was given to for preaching purposes.

So srila prabhupad being an acharya while he was in this planet never recommended a women for even ritvik initation .
So we can understand clearly that even though SP allowed women to do deity arati in the temple,preach to public ,distribute books in the street,perform nagar sankirtan in the streets ,he never mentioned directly to any of his secretaries that so and so woman disciple can become a  diksha guru.He didn't.

So we have to respect srila peabhupad in this regard .
10/28/20, 13:21 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja.. I still do not see how your statement that Uttanapada's behaviour disqualified him to be a husbad-guru or pati-guru


*A husband is the supreme demigod for a woman.* The Supreme Personality of Godhead, Lord Vāsudeva, the husband of the goddess of fortune, is situated in everyone’s heart and is worshiped through the various names and forms of the demigods by fruitive workers. Similarly, a husband represents the Lord as the object of worship for a woman. [SB 6.18.33-34 translations]

Srila Prabhupada in his puport says...
10/28/20, 13:22 - +7 925 908-01-08: This is also incorrect. Palika DD gave her husband Gayatri Mantra on SP’s behalf on his request
10/28/20, 13:22 - sridhara srinivasa das: Ajāmila was concerned with his son, but because of his attachment to the name of Nārāyaṇa, he attained salvation simply by chanting that name. In India a husband is still called pati-guru, the husband spiritual master. If husband and wife are attached to one another for advancement in Kṛṣṇa consciousness, their relationship of cooperation is very effective for such advancement. [purport to SB 6.18.33-34]
10/28/20, 13:25 - sridhara srinivasa das: So Maharaja. what about "being a woman" part of that SB 4.12.32 does it apply to all woman ? Now if yes , then even if Sunithi was not initiated, women in ISKCON could not become diksa-guru.. Yes could-not has an exception but the exception cannot become rule
10/28/20, 13:25 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Ok ,I didnt know about this
10/28/20, 13:26 - sridhara srinivasa das: I will return back to this.. I have addressed this else where but for now @79259080108 Maharaja's point on could not or should not  is being discussed
10/28/20, 13:26 - +7 925 908-01-08: I don’t understand what you are trying to say?
10/28/20, 13:30 - +91 94371 79400: Guru means pathapadasrak or skikhya not dikhya guru.
Suniti send her son dhruva to go forest do tapasya and satisfy Vishnu. She did job of patha pradarsaka not dikhya.
10/28/20, 13:30 - sridhara srinivasa das: Let me explain.
1. In SB 4.12.32 the statment is "According to sastric injunctions.... suniti, being a woman,.... could not .... diksa-guru". Here being a woman applies to ISKCON woman or not?
2. If yes, then "could not" definitely means generally but exceptions are allowed. According BS 1.44 those exceptions are that *Pratyaksitatma nathanam* being situated in a self-realized platform or seeing Lord face-face..Can Exceptions be made a rule through institutionalization?

Maharaja??
10/28/20, 13:34 - sridhara srinivasa das: In SB 4.12.32 Srila Prabhupada explained all this in detail and said,

According to śāstric injunctions, there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32]

he specified the term diksa-guru.. but in all letters or conversations.. he said just guru or spiritual master..not diksa-guru
10/28/20, 13:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 

In SB 4.12.32 Srila Prabhupada explained all this in detail and said,

According to śāstric injunctions, there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32]

he specified the term diksa-guru.. but in all letters or conversations.. he said just guru or spiritual master..not diksa-guru
10/28/20, 13:36 - +91 94371 79400: True as a ladies cannot become a dikhya guru.
10/28/20, 13:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja i would like to ask you that what you are saying is SB 4.12.32 purport is a general statement but other places are very specific to ISKCON devotees? Am I correct in my understanding?
10/28/20, 13:39 - +7 925 908-01-08: Yes
10/28/20, 13:41 - sridhara srinivasa das: ///Maharaja ... You answered "Yes" to this question..// 

Now i will ask some questions and make a point.

1. Is siksa-guru, patha-pradarkshaka guru general term or specific to gaudiya traditon? I do not find these terms in other general sastra such as SB or puranas. Please answer
10/28/20, 13:43 - +7 925 908-01-08: You will know better, as I think you’ve studied more than me
10/28/20, 13:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes.. maharaja i have not come across such terms .. They are only present in CC and hence they are only for Gaudiya Vaishnavas.. 

I take your answer as a yes to this statement....
Now let us examine SB 4.12.32 whether it is for ISKCON or Gaudiya tradition or not!


“Actually, Dhruva Mahārāja’s mother, Sunīti, was his patha-pradarśaka-guru. Patha-pradarśaka-guru means “the guru, or the spiritual master, who shows the way.” Such a guru is sometimes called śikṣā-guru. Although Nārada Muni was his dīkṣā-guru (initiating spiritual master), Sunīti, his mother, was the first who gave him instruction on how to achieve the favor of the Supreme Personality of Godhead. It is the duty of the śikṣā-guru or dīkṣā-guru to instruct the disciple in the right way, and it depends on the disciple to execute the process. According to śāstric injunctions, there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32]
10/28/20, 13:47 - sridhara srinivasa das: So SB 4.12.32 is not a generic statement but specifically directed at ISKCON and Gaudiya Vaishnavas since Srila Prabhupada explains the terminology of Gaudiyas to the rest of the world and then commenting that Suniti being a woman is the reason why we could not have woman diksa-gurus as an institutionalized process.

Maharaja your views please?
10/28/20, 13:51 - +7 925 908-01-08: Just a minute, Prabhu.
10/28/20, 13:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: For sake of convenience i am  combining two separate messages in to one.
Please answer these two combined..

I had written and asked...
================>>>
Yes.. maharaja i have not come across such terms .. They are only present in CC and hence they are only for Gaudiya Vaishnavas.. 

I take your answer as a yes to this statement....
Now let us examine SB 4.12.32 whether it is for ISKCON or Gaudiya tradition or not!
Note: I am combining two messages into one since they were inadvertantly got separated..


“Actually, Dhruva Mahārāja’s mother, Sunīti, was his patha-pradarśaka-guru. Patha-pradarśaka-guru means “the guru, or the spiritual master, who shows the way.” Such a guru is sometimes called śikṣā-guru. Although Nārada Muni was his dīkṣā-guru (initiating spiritual master), Sunīti, his mother, was the first who gave him instruction on how to achieve the favor of the Supreme Personality of Godhead. It is the duty of the śikṣā-guru or dīkṣā-guru to instruct the disciple in the right way, and it depends on the disciple to execute the process. According to śāstric injunctions, there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32]

So SB 4.12.32 is not a generic statement but specifically directed at ISKCON and Gaudiya Vaishnavas since Srila Prabhupada explains the terminology of Gaudiyas to the rest of the world and then commenting that Suniti being a woman is the reason why we could not have woman diksa-gurus as an institutionalized process.

Maharaja your views please?
10/28/20, 13:55 - +7 925 908-01-08: Underdetermination

We’ll begin by citing an analysis of this purport by a prominent ISKCON scholar, paraphrased and expanded: 

“The point about the Suniti quote is that it is ambiguous. It is a classic problem in philosophy, especially philosophy of science. It is called underdetermination. This means the evidence (the quote in this case) is consistent with several theories (explanations). It is consistent with multiple ideas, such as:


no woman should ever give initiation to any man or woman; 
a woman should only give initiation to another woman, but not to man; 
under the vaidika system, a woman could not take initiation and therefore could not give it; 
Sunīti was initiated under Pāñcarātriki systems but was either not allowed to initiate others by the particular Pāñcarātriki rules for her manvantara, or could, but not her son;
Sunīti as Dhruva’s mother and a neglected co-wife of the King was afflicted by grief out of affection for her son, as well as by jealousy and vengefulness towards Suruci and Uttānapāda, and therefore she could not muster enough composure and clarity (required of a guru) to pacify and enlighten even herself, much less her son;
her motherly attachment to Dhruva and/or her insufficient spiritual level by itself disqualified her from being anything more that patha-pradarśaka-guru for him, which is the least involved and responsible type of śikṣā-guru, and one that rarely develops into a permanent and substantial śikṣā-relationship, which is a mandatory precursor for dīkṣā; 
and the list can be continued ad infinitum.

The Sunīti quote is consistent with every one of explanations 1-6, each supportable by śāstra, but it does not contain enough information to allow us to pick out only one of them as the only correct explanation. Therefore this quotation simply cannot be used to support explanation 1, your preference, over explanations 2-6.”

Therefore this quote cannot be used as a normative statement — simply because it is unclear what exactly, if anything, it is supposed to normalize. Therefore the Sunīti quote is descriptive (simply stating the fact of her being unable to initiate Dhruva), not prescriptive (mandating a certain course of action) or proscriptive (forbidding other women to initiate).
10/28/20, 13:55 - +7 925 908-01-08: This is from Madana Mohan Prabhu’s book
10/28/20, 13:56 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please hold on this... I promise to return to this...
10/28/20, 14:01 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/28/20, 14:03 - +91 94371 79400: How long this debet will go on?
Finally many devotees by now they understand what ever prabhupada mentioned in his books, that is final instructions for all. Other personal, morning Walk,room conversation etc other then books all those are accordingly time place and circumstances and person to person. Those instructions are cannot be accepted as general instructions for all.
10/28/20, 14:03 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/28/20, 14:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja would you answer my following question now or you would after i answer your point related to MM prabhu's book.. I am okay either way... or do you this the following questions are connected in MM Prabhu's book..I do not think they answered this point.
My questions summarized below:

=======>>>>

// Sagara Swami says..
My dandavats. @Sumitra Krishna Pr Prabhu, as we all know he did mention it more than once in letters and conversations. So what we have here is highly speculative understanding of his desire from statements like “Suniti pramana”, in which he does not refer  to his female disciples, all the while trying to reject his direct statements?
//

// Ssd Sridhara Srinivasa das (ssd) says…
Maharaja i would like to ask you that what you are saying is SB 4.12.32 purport is a general statement but other places are very specific to ISKCON devotees? Am I correct in my understanding?

// Sagara Swami says..
Yes
//

// ssd says:
///Maharaja ... You answered "Yes" to this question..// 

Now i will ask some questions and make a point.

1. Is siksa-guru, patha-pradarkshaka guru general term or specific to gaudiya traditon? I do not find these terms in other general sastra such as SB or puranas. Please answer
//

// Sagara Swami says
You will know better, as I think you’ve studied more than me
//ssd says
Yes.. maharaja i have not come across such terms .. They are only present in CC and hence they are only for Gaudiya Vaishnavas.. 

I take your answer as a yes to this statement....
Now let us examine SB 4.12.32 whether it is for ISKCON or Gaudiya tradition or not!
Note: I am combining two messages into one since they were inadvertantly got separated..


“Actually, Dhruva Mahārāja’s mother, Sunīti, was his patha-pradarśaka-guru. Patha-pradarśaka-guru means “the guru, or the spiritual master, who shows the way.” Such a guru is sometimes called śikṣā-guru. Although Nārada Muni was his dīkṣā-guru (initiating spiritual master), Sunīti, his mother, was the first who gave him instruction on how to achieve the favor of the Supreme Personality of Godhead. It is the duty of the śikṣā-guru or dīkṣā-guru to instruct the disciple in the right way, and it depends on the disciple to execute the process. According to śāstric injunctions, there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32]

So SB 4.12.32 is not a generic statement but specifically directed at ISKCON and Gaudiya Vaishnavas since Srila Prabhupada explains the terminology of Gaudiyas to the rest of the world and then commenting that Suniti being a woman is the reason why we could not have woman diksa-gurus as an institutionalized process.

Maharaja your views please?
//
10/28/20, 14:05 - +7 925 908-01-08: I support the conclusions of Madan Mohana Prabhu on the verse and purport
10/28/20, 14:09 - sridhara srinivasa das: I will note this point and answer your point in a bit.. but what do you think on my post on Gaudiya tradition mentioned in SB 4.12.32 purport...That purport is very specific instruction for ISKCON devotees only.. This is my position and you may consider this as my position statement and answer please maharaja.. MM Prabhu on page 174 of his book does not address this position.
10/28/20, 14:12 - +7 925 908-01-08: Srila Prabhupada is giving his explanations, but where do you see him giving instructions?
10/28/20, 14:13 - +7 925 908-01-08: ...In this particular purport?
10/28/20, 14:14 - sridhara srinivasa das: ". According to śāstric injunctions, there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32]"

He is explaining to all including your holiness and my humble self to follow the Gaudiya Vaishnava tradition of siksa guru, diksa guru, patha pradarkasha guru and these are his instructions on guru-vargya.. so why is this not instructional? I will get in more detail in a bit...
10/28/20, 14:17 - sridhara srinivasa das: Gaudiya Vaishnavas and ISKCON devotees shall follow this explanation and understand every other explanation within this framework...
10/28/20, 14:19 - +7 925 908-01-08: Explanation of something which happened millions of years ago doesn’t necessarily equal to institution. If he would want it to be, he would say it clearly, like “therefore...no women...ever/ under circumstances...” etc.  Otherwise the instruction only exists in your fertile brain
10/28/20, 14:20 - +91 94371 79400: For this debet moderater should give final time limit. Otherwise this will go on end of kaliyuga.
10/28/20, 14:21 - +7 925 908-01-08: 😄👍
10/28/20, 14:23 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja your holiness has just touched upon a very important point for which i promise to come back right after lunch prasadam.. I am diabetic and have to take prasadam on time.. Just 20 mins max... Please forgive me for giving some personal reason .. but this break is needed now for me
10/28/20, 14:23 - +7 925 908-01-08: I’ll have to excuse myself for today anyway, as I have a number of other important engagements. Thank you for your patience, dear Prabhus!
10/28/20, 14:24 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes maharaja...i will post my reply later today and at your free time you can go through it and respond..
10/28/20, 14:24 - +7 925 908-01-08: <Media omitted>
10/28/20, 14:24 - sridhara srinivasa das: My Pranams Maharaja
10/28/20, 14:29 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Some topics dont have full stops.it may go on eternally😊
10/28/20, 21:45 - Murari Prabhu: *Response to The Suniti Offence*

*POST #1 of 8*

_(Please note that the entire series of posts are summarized in the last post; POST 8.
So if you just want a summarized reading and the conclusion of the Response then you can directly proceed to POST 8)_

Madana Mohana Prabhu claims that vengeance against her husband and Suruci was the main reason that Suniti instructed Dhruva to worship Lord Narayana. To support this he quotes Visvanatha Cakravarti’s Commenatry to SB 4.8.20 (which we will analyze here). I am posting my response to this in 8 posts, of which this is the first one.

*Srila Prabhupada says—“Sunīti, the mother of Dhruva, was a farseeing woman, and therefore she advised her son to worship the Supreme Lord and no one else. (SB 4.8.23, Purport)”*

Madana Mohana Prabhu claims that Suniti was not fit even to become an ideal Vedic co-wife what to speak of becoming a diksa-guru, and this is one of the possible reasons why she could not become diksa-guru.

*Srila Prabhupada said—“Suniti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Maharaja’s diksa-guru.”*

If we read through the entire 8th Chapter of with Srila Prabhupada’s translations and purports, we will find that its not mentioned anywhere that Suniti instructed Dhruva because she had vengeance for her husband and Suruci.

Decide for yourself who you want to believe.

More to come in next post... (analysis of VCT commentaries and harmonization)
10/28/20, 21:45 - Murari Prabhu: *POST #2 of 8*

*On the basis of VCT commentary to SB 4.8.20, Madana Mohana Prabhu claims that Suniti had vengeance as the main reason for instructing Dhruva.* 

However, in the previous two verses to this (18-19) and their commentary by Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura, we get completely opposite picture from what Madana Mohana Prabhu claims about Suniti. Suniti is instructing Dhruva to give up his anger and vengeful attitude / disposition towards Suruci and his father. She says—

*“don't wish anything inauspicious to others. Anyone who inflicts pains to others suffers himself from that pain,” “you have experienced the results of sins you have committed in previous birth,” “to be held in my womb is itself misfortune for you,” “whatever has been spoken by Suruci, your stepmother, although very harsh to hear, is factual,” “Suruci is equivalent to your mother (samātrā), though she wants to harm you.  Do what she has said,” and “give up hatred of Suruci.   My weeping has been written on my forehead by the creator since birth.”* (from SP’s translations and VCT’s commentaries. For full reference click here)

Madana Mohana Prabhu however neglects these instructions altogether and doesn’t even care to harmonize them with the seemingly opposite conclusion of SB 4.8.20 VCT commentary that he has imagined. Srila Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati Thakura quotes— yukti-hīna vicāre tu dharma-hāniḥ prajāyate – “by understanding without harmonization of opposing statements there is destruction of real dharma.” By doing this he certainly comes to a strange conclusion opposite to that of Srila Prabhupada who says—
*“Sunīti, the mother of Dhruva, was a farseeing woman, and therefore she advised her son to worship the Supreme Lord and no one else. (SB 4.8.23, Purport)”*

More to come in the next post... (VCT commentary to SB 4.8.20)
10/28/20, 21:45 - Murari Prabhu: *POST #3 of 8*

We will now analyze SB 4.8.20, Visvanatha Cakravarti’s commenatry...

*ŚB 4.8.20 Viśvanāthaḥ:* nanu kiṁ harim ārādhya tasyāḥ pāpīyasyāḥ garbhaṁ pravekṣyāmīti tatra sā varākī khalu kā, tasyāḥ kiṅkaras tvat-pitaiva varāko dīna-buddhis tvaṁ brahma-padād apy utkṛṣṭaṁ padaṁ prāptuṁ pārayiṣyasi, tad itaḥ śīghraṁ vraja. hariṁ bhaja mā viṣīdety āha—yasyeti caturbhiḥ. 

*To answer Dhruva Maharaja’s confusion “By worshiping Lord Hari, am I going to enter the womb of that wretched (_pāpīyasī_) woman (Suruci)?” Suniti says, through these four verses (starting with the word “_yasya_”), that “what is the position of this wretched woman (_varakī_) and her servant, your father, who is also wretched (_varaka_) and less intelligent (_dīna-buddhi_)? You will attain a better position than that of even Brahmā, so therefore quickly go to Vraja, worship Lord Hari and do not lament.*

Note that the actual words that Suniti spoke are written in Srimad Bhagavatam verses while the internal meaning by which she spoke them is revealed by Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura. This is clear by the word *“_caturbhiḥ_”* meaning “by these four verses,” she said thus (_ity āha_)

Thus, as explained by Savyasachi Prabhu yesterday, Madana Mohana Prabhu’s claims about Suniti speaking ill of her husband and co-wife in front of Dhruva and thus increasing his anger are null and void (see end of this post for actual statement of Madana Mohana Prabhu). 

*Thus it is proven that SB 4.8.20 commentary by Srila Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura doesn’t support that Suniti had a vengeful intention in instructing Dhruva.*
 
More in the next post... (similar instances in Bhagavad-gītā commentary by VCT wherein he discloses internal thought process of Krishna and Arjuna)

Madana Mohana Prabhu said—// However, is this veracity allowed for or expected of an ideal Vedic wife — calling her husband behind his back foolish, vile and henpecked — in a conversation with their son who is visibly out to get back at them? Does calling them such ill names help Dhruva follow what she has just advised him to do — forgive, forget, respect and be happy — or it rather stokes his anger? //
10/28/20, 21:45 - Murari Prabhu: *POST #4 of 8*

Similar instances we find in his Bhagavad-gita’s commentaries, one of which was already supplied by Savyasachi Prabhu, yesterday. There is a very similar incident at the end of Bhagavad-gita (18.63) wherein the Lord concludes his instructions to Arjuna by asking him to properly contemplate the instructions he heard from Him (Krishna) and do whatever he desires. SP’s translation—*Thus I have explained to you knowledge still more confidential. Deliberate on this fully, and then do what you wish to do.*

Visvanatha Cakravarti says (in Bg 18.64)—
*viśvanāthaḥ :* tataś ca atigambhīrārthaṁ gītā-śāstraṁ paryālocayitum pravartamānaṁ tuṣṇīmbhūyaiva sthitaṁ sva-priya-sakham arjunam ālakṣya kṛpā-dravac-citta-nava-nīto bhagavān bhoḥ priyavayasya arjuna sarva-śāstra-sāram aham eva ślokāṣṭakena bravīmi | alaṁ te tat-tat-paryālocana-kleśenety āha sarveti

*Then the Lord saw His dear friend Arjuna, endeavoring to silently deliberate on the very deep meaning of  the Bhagavad-gītā, and His heart melted like butter due to His mercy, and the Lord, through the verse beginning with the word _sarva_ said “O my dear friend Arjuna, there is no need for you to take so much trouble in  deliberation, I will now speak the essence of the whole scripture in eight verses.”*

Here also we see that what Lord Krishna actually spoke is in the verse 18.64 of Bhagavad-gita and while His thought process is revealed by VCT in the commentary. There are no such words as *alaṁ te tat-tat-paryālocana-kleśena”* – “no need for you to take trouble of deliberating,” etc. in the verse iteslf. 

Note the words *_ity āha sarva iti_* here and similar words *_ity āha yasya iti_* in SB 4.8.20, both commentaries by VCT. This was just a sample and you find this pattern repeated throughout his commentary on Bhagavad-gita.

More to come in next post... (Suruci was not a devotee but acting as such to appease her husband)
10/28/20, 21:46 - Murari Prabhu: *POST #5 of 8*

Besides this, if we have a look at the Bengali translation of VCT’s commentary published by Sri Caitanya Gaudiya Matha, we find that Suniti was wondering about how as a result of worshipping Lord Narayana one can take birth in the family of such parents ( as her husband and Suruci), especially in the womb of such a mother who is making a show of being a devotee just to appease her husband (as is explained in SB 4.8.13, VCT commentary) and thus the word _varākī_ is used and the word *_kā_* is used to question her eligibility as a devotee. So part of the instruction of Suruci is true – that Dhruva should worship Narayana, and the part of him being born from her womb as a result of that is not true – actually Dhruva will directly get a kingdom higher than his father’s. Thus, she spoke the four verses to enunciate this.

More to come in next post... (But Suniti was Angry and thus she was not qualified for being a Vedic wife)
10/28/20, 21:46 - Murari Prabhu: *POST #6 of 8*

Madana Mohana Prabhu said—
*//  In other words, while I agree that “vengeance“ might be reading a bit too much into Visvanatha Cakravarti’s commentary on 4.8.20 — and maybe* anger and or even disrespect would be a better descriptor — *I hope you agree that this is not inconsistent with the narrative, and is something definitely not expected of a Vedic wife, however you name it. //*

However, on a closer look, even Madana Mohana Prabhu now feels that to use the word *“vengeance”* was *“reading a bit too much into Visvanatha Cakravarti’s commentary on 4.8.20.”*

I Thank him for at least accepting this that he was trying to figure out some meaning and he went too far in it; it may reduce his offense. 

However, he still sticks to his point that Suniti had anger directed towards her husband and that is *“definitely not expected of a Vedic wife.”* 

Sorry to say, but it seems Madana Mohana Prabhu’s understanding of Vedic culture is very meagre. It is well known in Vedic culture that there were fights between husband and wife and that was not taken seriously because that were occasional and do not reflect their sustained ill feelings towards each other. There is no utopia in Vedic culture. Srila Prabhupada often quotes Cānakya Paṇḍita in this regard—

Because both of them have already developed that "She is my wife," "He is my husband," psychologically. And there was no question of divorce. The love is so strong, they cannot dream even that "I have to leave my wife," "I have to leave my husband." They cannot dream it. They may fight. The husband and wife fighting, that is not unusual. *Therefore Canakya Paṇḍita says, "Fight between the husband, wife, never take it seriously." _Daṁpatye kalaha caiva bahvāraṁbhe laghu-kriyā:_ "They’ll make all _ārambha_, but it is not very important. Don’t take." Next moment they will again live peacefully.* So according to Indian culture, there is no divorce. There is no question of divorce. Both the husband and wife, they cannot dream of divorce. The love was so strong.

More in next post....  (How can one see Suniti’s Vengeance in the whole episode?)
10/28/20, 21:46 - Murari Prabhu: *POST #7 of 8*

I would suggest to the group members that they read the chapter 8 in its entirety from Srila Prabhupada’s Bhagavatam 4th canto, and see if they detect even a hint of such vengeance on the part of Suniti. You can find chapter 8 here; <https://vedabase.io/en/library/sb/4/8/>.

In SB 4.8.18-19 and their commentary by Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura, we get a completely opposite picture from what Madana Mohana Prabhu claims about Suniti. Suniti is instructing Dhruva to give up his anger and vengeful attitude / disposition towards Suruci and his father. She says—

*“don't wish for anything inauspicious for others. Anyone who inflicts pains upon others suffers himself from that pain,” “you have experienced the results of sins you have committed in previous birth,” “to be held in my womb is itself misfortune for you,” “whatever has been spoken by Suruci, your stepmother, although very harsh to hear, is factual,” “Suruci is equivalent to your mother (samātrā), though she wants to harm you.  Do what she has said,” and “give up hatred of Suruci.   My weeping has been written on my forehead by the creator since birth.”* (from SP’s translations and VCT’s commentaries. For the full reference click here; <https://guru-sadhu-sastra.blogspot.com/p/was-suniti-vengeful-sb-verses-sps.html>

*I would like to repeat the words of Savyasachi Prabhu in yesterday’s post:*
----------------------------------------------
Reading all these, it is quite clear that Suniti did not become controlled by her anger, on the contrary she preached to Dhruva not to be angry with Suruci. And she did not accuse Suruchi but her own misfortune. 

*Is this not a very great quality on the part of Suniti that in such trying conditions, she is instructing her son to not be envious of her co-wife who is like her enemy and who wanted to kill her? We should ask ourselves this question.* I remember Acharya Drona who trained Drstadyumna who he knew was born to kill him (Drona). 

Instead, how much justified it is, if we try to use this fact to establish that Suniti was not fit even to become a wife what to speak of being a guru? Frankly speaking which of the today’s ISKCON ladies (even very dedicated preachers) and for that matter even male gurus have this quality? I leave this question to the readers.
------------------------------------------------

Instead of glorifying the qualities of Suniti, how can someone come to conclusion that she was envious, vengeful, etc? It is surprising that such a scholar like Madana Mohana Prabhu could even think of such things. Only persons very determined to achieve their desired goal of minimizing Vedic women could do that.

*Overall the idea that Satya-yuga women were not qualified to become diksa-gurus but Kali-yuga women are, sounds, from its very utterance, funny; no matter whatever reasons you may try to pull out by word jugglery.*

In SAC paper on FDG in 2013, they tried to prove this by saying that “because Pancaratras allow Kali-yuga women to take diksa, they probably allow them to give diksa also”, without doing much research at all in Pancaratras. This was debunked by Damodara Das and Krishna Kirti Das in a paper and later a book on Pancaratras. 

Now they have found another reason to establish that Kali-yuga women can become diksa-guru - because they are more qualified than Satya-yuga women who were vengeful against their husbands. Now this is also debunked.

We will be waiting for them to bring another reason to say how Kali-yuga women are superior to Satya-yuga Vedic culture women. Best of luck.
10/28/20, 21:46 - Murari Prabhu: *POST #8 of 8*

*Summary and Conclusion* of  above 7 posts 

*Conclusion:*

MM Pr’s claim that Suniti had vengeance as the main reason for instructing Dhruva is Wrong, very offensive, an assault on Vedic Culture, springs out from his poor understanding of and exposure to Vedic Culture, runs contrary to the conclusions of Srila Prabhupada’s and Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura’s opinion about Suniti, and may put his image as vedic scholar in question.

*Summary:*

MM Pr claims that Suniti instructed Dhruva out of her vengeance against her husband.

SP says, “Sunīti, the mother of Dhruva, was a farseeing woman, and therefore she advised her son to worship the Supreme Lord and no one else. (SB 4.8.23, Purport)”

Reading the full chapter with SP purports and VCT you get fully opposite picture of Suniti’s character from what MM Pr wants us to believe in—

*“don't wish for anything inauspicious for others. Anyone who inflicts pains upon others suffers himself from that pain,” “you have experienced the results of sins you have committed in previous birth,” “to be held in my womb is itself misfortune for you,” “whatever has been spoken by Suruci, your stepmother, although very harsh to hear, is factual,” “Suruci is equivalent to your mother (samātrā), though she wants to harm you.  Do what she has said,” and “give up hatred of Suruci.   My weeping has been written on my forehead by the creator since birth.”* (from SP’s translations and VCT’s commentaries.)

MM Pr says that according to VCT on SB 4.8.20, Suniti spoke ill of her husband and Suruci in front of her son using words like vile, henpecked and foolish and thus she increased vengefulness in Dhruva.

However, close examination of VCT on 4.8.20 reveals that Suniti did not speak these words but just thought in her mind in order to assure her son that if he worships Narayana he will not have take his birth from the womb of sinful Suruci. Thus, she addressed him saying the 4 verses wherein she glorified the Lord and informed Dhruva that the Lord gave Brahma his kingdom so He can directly give a kingdom to him also. She did not use any negative, insulting or derogatory words in her speech. Thus, MM Pr’s point is invalid.

VCT’s style of commenting is to reads the minds of characters involved and write their thought process in his commentary which leads then allows a flow to the next sloka. This is found in his Bhagavad-gita commentary. For example in Bg. 18.64 he says that after the Lord told Arjuna to deliberate on the meaning of Bhagavad-gita and then act according to his desire, Arjuna became silent and deliberated on His (Lord Krishna’s) instructions. Seeing Arjuna in deep deliberation the Lord felt compassion and spoke in the next eight verses starting with the word sarva, “you do not need to take trouble of deliberating. I will personally tell you the essence of all sastra in next eight verses.” Here the Bhagavad-gita verses starting from 18.64 do not contain the above statement of the Lord but this was what Lord’s thought process.

Madan Mohan Pr says that Suniti was at least angry and that disqualifies her from being an ideal Vedic wife.

However, it is exposed that his understanding is incomplete of what Vedic means. He is lacks proper exposure to Vedic culture. It is well known that even in Vedic culture husband and wife used to quarrel and that was not taken seriously. SP would often quote Chanakya Pandit in this regard. Suniti thought those words but that was only momentary anger which is nothing unusual in Vedic culture.

By studying the original texts and Srila Prabhupada’s Purports to them, Suniti’s great qualities are clearly visible. In such a trying circumstances she is instructing her son Dhruva to not be envious of Suruci who desired to kill her and her son. What lady (or even male) would do that? Is this not a great quality? Instead of seeing this how can a scholar like Madan Mohan Pr come to conclusion that Suniti was not eligible to even be a Vedic wife? This may put his image as a neutral scholar in question.

Your not so humble servant,
Murari Das
10/28/20, 22:35 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/28/20, 22:35 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/28/20, 22:38 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/28/20, 22:44 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/28/20, 22:47 - +91 91578 10988: Thank you so much Murari Prabhu for so nicely and systematically presenting the actual facts regarding mother Suniti whole case.
It is so nice to read that your grace covered all the points which I was including in my reply to Madan Mohan Prabhu’s inappropriate remarks against the character of mother Suniti.

As per the recommendation of Lord Chaitanya in Chaitanya Charitamrita Madhya Leela Chapter 6 Verse 134, one should not leave mukhya artha (Direct meaning) and imagine Gauda Artha. 

In this section under discussion, The translations and commentaries of Srila Prabhupada and Srila Visvanatha Chakravarti thakur are so clear to understand and doesn’t leave any space for mentally imagining some other meaning. If there is any other meaning being ascribed to it, it must be in line with mukhya Artha(Direct meaning) given in verse, translation and commentary). It must never go contrary to the direct meaning.

CC Madhya Leela 6.134:

mukhyārtha chāḍiyā kara gauṇārtha kalpanā
'abhidhā'-vṛtti chāḍi' kara śabdera lakṣaṇā
mukhya-artha — direct meaning; chāḍiyā — giving up; kara — you do; gauṇa-artha — indirect meaning; kalpanā — imagining; abhidhā-vṛtti — the meaning that is understood immediately; chāḍi' — giving up; kara — you do; śabdera — of the words; lakṣaṇā — interpretation.

"For each sūtra the direct meaning must be accepted without interpretation. However, you simply abandon the direct meaning and proceed with your imaginative interpretation.” 

Lord Chaitanya is clearly pointing out the defects of Sarvabhauma Bhattacharya in these series of verses regarding explaining imaginary meanings of Vedic texts. Although the context under discussion here is different that CC context,  but still the principle of accepting the direct meaning of Vedic scriptures is always considered best and being followed in authorised Vedic discussions.

The principle from the verse is that when direct meaning is clear like sunlight there is no meaning of imagining some other meaning. Otherwise it gives birth to deviations. 

For the clarity of the point, Srila Prabhupada’s quote regarding the definition of realisations is also presented herein.

Srimad Bhagavatam 1.4.1 Purport: 
The original purpose of the text must be maintained. No obscure meaning should be screwed out of it, yet it should be presented in an interesting manner for the understanding of the audience. This is called realization.

So using the thoughts of Suniti(not the spoken words) and then trying to denigrate her by mentioning that she was not even qualified wife is considered an offensive remarks. Then to bring her down and indicating ISKCON women to be superior to her is still another gross mistake and offense. Hare Krishna.
10/28/20, 23:32 - +7 925 908-01-08: @919381063234 Prabhu, my apologies for misquoting the name of Srila Prabhupada disciple, who chanted Gayatri for her husband. It was not Palika Devi, but Saradiya Devi. The exact quote from the letter is as follows: 

“Even though you have had no gayatri mantra, still you are more than brahmana. I am enclosing herewith your sacred thread, duly chanted on by me. Gayatri mantra is as follows:

[TAKEN OUT]

Ask your wife to chant this mantra and you hear it and if possible hold a fire ceremony as you have seen during your marriage and get this sacred thread on your body. Saradia, or any twice-initiated devotee, may perform the ceremony.” (from SPL, April 4, Bombay, to  Vaikunthanatha and Saradia)
10/29/20, 11:52 - Balarama Acarya BVKS New: *Madana Mohana Prabhu accuses that Suniti’s instructions could not free Dhruva from anger and this is the proof that she was not fit to become even his siksa-guru what to speak of being diksa-guru. He further doubts Suniti’s intent that may be she did not actually intend to free Dhruva from anger.* _(see end of message for original quote from Madana Mohana Prabhu)_
 
ANSWER:
Dhruva could not give up his vengeance even after being instructed by Narada Muni.
 
So if we follow the logic of Madana Mohana Prabhu, then we have to accept that Narada Muni is also not fit to become even siksa-guru what to speak of becoming _diksa-guru_.
 
*Here is the summary of the section of SB canto 4, chapter 8, verse 35-40:* _(see end for full verses)_
 
After Narada Muni instructs Dhruva, Dhruva Maharaja frankly says—“ as far as I am concerned, I am covered by ignorance, and this kind of philosophy does not touch my heart,” *“my stepmother, Suruci, has pierced my heart with her harsh words. Therefore your valuable instruction does not stand in my heart.”* “I want to occupy a position more exalted than any yet achieved within the three worlds by anyone, even by my father and grandfather. If you will oblige, kindly advise me of an honest path to follow by which I can achieve the goal of my life.”
 
Hearing this Narada Muni confirms with the instruction given to Dhruva by her mother Suniti saying—*“The instruction given by your mother, Sunīti, to follow the path of devotional service to the Supreme Personality of Godhead, is just suitable for you.* You should therefore completely absorb yourself in the devotional service of the Lord”
 
Thus instructions of Narada Muni and those of Suniti were same and thus proves that Suniti was not ineligible to become _siksa-guru_.
=================
*Madana Mohana Prabhu’s original statement—*
_// As a result, even though Suniti supported Suruci’s instructions, glorified the Lord and encouraged Dhruva to worship him, Dhruva still could not get rid of his vengeance on the way to the forest, as pointed out by Srila Prabhupada in SB 4.9.23._
 
_This is another part of point 5, in which I cite Jiva Gosvami in Bhakti-sandarbha 203, where he defines a siksa-guru by his ability to enlighten people afflicted by such emotions as anger: “The speaker is the best guru if he enlightens people filled with lust and anger, misers and depressed persons when they hear him.” (translation by Bhanu Swami: kāma-krodhādi-yukto’pi kṛpaṇo’pi viṣādavān | śrutvā vikāśam āyāti sa vaktā paramo guruḥ ||) *The fact, however, that Dhruva was still afflicted by anger and vengeance on the way to the forest indicates that Suniti was not able to free him from anger by her instructions, or maybe didn’t actually intend to. //_
======================
 
*SB 4.8.35-40 – TRANSLATIONS by Srila Prabhupada*
 
*Dhruva Mahārāja said:* My dear Lord Nāradajī, for a person whose heart is disturbed by the material conditions of happiness and distress, whatever you have so kindly explained for attainment of peace of mind is certainly a very good instruction. But as far as I am concerned, I am covered by ignorance, and this kind of philosophy does not touch my heart. (35)
 
My dear lord, I am very impudent for not accepting your instructions, but this is not my fault. It is due to my having been born in a kṣatriya family. My stepmother, Suruci, has pierced my heart with her harsh words. Therefore your valuable instruction does not stand in my heart. (36)
 
O learned brāhmaṇa, I want to occupy a position more exalted than any yet achieved within the three worlds by anyone, even by my father and grandfather. If you will oblige, kindly advise me of an honest path to follow by which I can achieve the goal of my life. (37)
 
My dear lord, you are a worthy son of Lord Brahmā, and you travel, playing on your musical instrument, the vīṇā, for the welfare of the entire universe. You are like the sun, which rotates in the universe for the benefit of all living beings. (38)
 
The sage Maitreya continued: The great personality Nārada Muni, upon hearing the words of Dhruva Mahārāja, became very compassionate toward him, and in order to show him his causeless mercy, he gave him the following expert advice. (39)
 
The great sage Nārada told Dhruva Mahārāja: The instruction given by your mother, Sunīti, to follow the path of devotional service to the Supreme Personality of Godhead, is just suitable for you. You should therefore completely absorb yourself in the devotional service of the Lord. (40)
10/29/20, 12:15 - +7 925 908-01-08: These are all very interesting arguments, but I cannot understand the purpose of arguing against the opponent in his absence, when he can’t even share his views? It seems to be pretty cheap type of “victory”.
10/29/20, 12:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/29/20, 12:42 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja, prior to leaving Madan Mohan Prabhu said that he has answered to part 1/10 questions of mine for giving sastra pramana for GBC's Tirupati's resolution for FDG. 

I think devotees here are considering all those answers and raising questions and not necessarily declaring vicotry..

Ofcourse i am on the anvil to answer Madan Mohana Prabhu whether his answers to my question on part 1/10 is acceptable or not.. I am working on it and will post a response shortly.

This way the observers all can come to full briefing of what has gone through so far in this thread.. It is a good summarization for anyone to see where the discussion thread is heading..

Certainly, the devotees may state their conclusion and as Madan Mohan Prabhu is quite familiar with the topi he  will be able to see all these and respond.

Thanks for bringing this to attention,
Your humble servant
10/29/20, 12:45 - +7 925 908-01-08: You are welcome, Prabhu. 
I’m trying to serve...
10/29/20, 12:46 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Respected Maharaja,
My obeisances to you.

With all due respects and holding straw in my mouth, I beg to differ here from your holiness.

* Madana Mohana Prabhu first of all blasphemed Suniti.
* When caught for that, he was not ready to respond to it
* When forced to do so, he supplied his lengthy response 
* In that effort he committed even more offense
* Then he ran away leaving this point hanging, expecting that devotees here should accept his explanation and thus consider that Suniti was vengeful
* So if you expect that devotees here should not respond to his response, then I feel this is dictating to accept MM's version as correct
* If you say not in his absence, then please bring him back. 
* If you say he can't then ask him to beg apology, because in the first place he should not speak such statements which creates an emergency and to solve that he will need to spend time to respond. That is a big mistake on his side and this may not be expected to go away un-contested.

Please forgive me for any offenses.

Your servant,
10/29/20, 12:46 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Damodara Das
10/29/20, 17:28 - +7 925 908-01-08: My humble obeisances, dear Damodara Prabhu. All glories to Srila Prabhupada! 

Even though your message is very polite, it seems that there is a  grudge against Madana Mohan Prabhu...and most likely against everyone who is in favor of the VDGs. Hence is the attempt to portray him as a great offender, hoping to dismiss ALL his arguments as invalid. But I doubt that the type of attitude will help having constructive dialogue. As I’ve mentioned before, two influential disciples of Srila Prabhupada left the chat, as they haven’t felt it was constructive. Madana Mohan Prabhu is a very busy person and we need to respect the fact that he is endowed with number of responsibilities on the GBC level, which he can’t ignore even for our sake. It’s good that you are so enthusiastic and if you add some little more patience as well - it will be perfect. 

Your servant, B.R. Sagar Swami
10/29/20, 19:49 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Respected Maharaja,
Please accept my humble obeisances,
Sri Sri Guru Gaurangau Jayatah.

It is my duty to respect sannyasis like your holiness and accept their rebukes, thankyou for that. I have noted your points and will sincerely try to contemplate on them and apply.

I would also like to understand and that does confuse me also, that how an elevated personality like your holiness is not able to see clear cut vengeance for Vedic culture and specifically for traditional roles of women in Madana Mohana Prabhu’s posts. Specifically in his posts on Suniti’s being vengeful, it is evident to everyone. That Suniti had vengeance or not still remains doubtful but Madana Mohana Prabhu has vengeance for Suniti is quite clear from his direct statements, in which he tries to prove that she was not even fit for being a vedic wife. 

I would like to get revelation from your side how is it that your holiness did not similarly write in this conference to Madana Mohana Prabhu that “it seems that there is a  grudge against Suniti...and most likely against every women who is in favor following vedic culture.” That remains a puzzle for me, with all due respects.

Also I would like to humbly ask that after reading the detailed explanations by Madana Mohana Prabhu, is your holiness convinced on the point that main reason for Suniti in instructing Dhruva was vengeance against her husband and co-wife? 

Hope I am not offending your holiness.

Thankyou for bearing my boldness,
Your servant,
damodara das
10/29/20, 19:50 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Respected Sagar Maharaja,

Another point that I have noticed from your instruction to me is that Madana Mohana Prabhu is extremely busy and that thing I completely accept. I also feel that we should be patient.

We have to analyze the history of this topic: FDGs—it is going on for last 20 years. However, there is no official instance wherein scholars from both sides have sit together and discussed on this topic thread-bare, taking out sufficient time and energy. Any discussions that have been so far are like in hurry burry; packed between all hectic preaching schedules, which leaves very less time and attention for this topic under discussion. Because of this, no clear thinking on this could be developed. The current conference discussion is also a similar instance, going on. 

However, one thing I think everyone here can agree with, and that is objective also, is that this topic needs a thorough discussion by many scholars getting together for months discussing solely on this point from all aspects. Objectively, we can see here— a total of 10 points have been enlisted and put forward by Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu. I believe there are many more points from both sides that have not been enlisted therein. Out of those 10 points we are still just discussing the 1st point and that too have reached half of it. Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu has spent about 40 hours to come to an 8 page document which serves as purva-paksa (prima facie) for Madana Mohana Prabhu who is compiling a reply to this which will be no less than 50 pages (which must be taking many more hours). After that also we can expect that Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu will have some doubts and will again generate some pages which MM Pr will answer. 

By this we can easily understand that how much big amount of time and attention it needs, and that is not possible to cramp in between our busy schedules. We can easily calculate that it is a matter of at least a few months exclusively of discussion, getting together scholars from both sides.

Therefore I think, now the devotees here can at least begin to understand why the ISKCON India Bureau called the GBC for a dialogue before passing resolution on this subject, because this was not concluded. Exactly what your holiness is instructing us to be patient, same was the appeal of ISKCON Bureau to the GBC, to be patient as the topic is yet very far from being concluded. 

However, GBC went ahead and passed resolution in Oct. 2019 at Tirupati; this is the reason ISKCON India Bureau called GBC to rescind the resolution and come together for a dialogue; because the resolution is passed on the grounds which is not yet established. Proper sastric discussion is pending. This is the main point established in H H Sivarama Swami’s video presentation who was a full time GBC until Feb 2019 (7 months before the FDG resolution was passed). Link: https://youtu.be/3Jj4-8or_tA 

Therefore, it is my personal request to your holiness that you support the call of ISKCON India Bureau and write to the GBC that we need to have at least a few months long, full time discussion between scholars from both sides on an official forum with set norms. Till then the FDG resolution could be put on moratorium. Such discussions have a precedence in our sampradaya—svakiya vadis and parakiya vadis had an open sastric discussion for many months and scholars from both sides got together. Ultimately the parakiya vadis won and the matter was settled forever. 

Hope you understand this better now being a part of this discussion and practically seeing how many points are there and how much discussion each point needs.

Thankyou,
Your servant,
damodara das
10/29/20, 19:57 - +91 94371 79400: 100% agreed
10/29/20, 20:06 - Sitaram Prabhu Hyd Co-president: YES 100 % agreed. Important as Vaishnavas to value such humble important and logical explanation.
10/29/20, 20:12 - +91 94371 79400: Now no discussion is needed on this topic,if continuing only wasting time, nothing else. They cannot able to proof any more. Sridhar srinivasan is did very good correspondence in this regard.
10/29/20, 20:43 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am posting my response now to MMD claiming that he answered my point 2 which sastra pramana for FDG. This is an important update.. Please go through these to get a good idea of where the whole issue stands. 

I am posting this for main for education purpose of devotees so that they are well aware of what MMP has posted and what i have answered. MMP can still get this update when he joins back and respond if he sees fit. This is not intended to be seen as posting stuff when MMP is not there, because when MMP returns this conference i will surely help him in grabbing the right stuff out of this "message flood." Like I did last time. 

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/29/20, 20:44 - sridhara srinivasa das: =====Begin posting 1/6 posts..====

*Post (total 6): Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP)’s Sastric evidence for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution*– *refuted in 6 posts*
Preface and NOTE OF CAUTION:
===---===---===---
Preface:
In these posts I humbly present points in refutation to Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP)’s Sastric evidence for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution. We want to emphasize that MMP’s evidence provided in this forum is not only inaccurate from technical sastric point but also it is not in alignment with the intent of GBC Tirupati resolution on FDG as stated below:

*Intent of GBC Tirupati resolution on FDG:*
===----=====
We all should remember the context and intent of Female Diksa-guru that the GBC’s resolved at Tirupati is that a qualified Female devotee can initiate and carry a devotee through surrender or saranagati principles in going back home back to Godhead, Goloka Vrndavana .
---x----x---x---x---x---x—x---
---x----x---x---x---x---x—x---

*Post 1/6: Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP)’s Sastric evidence for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution* – *refutation
*Background Information:*
===---===---===---
// SSD asked
10/27/20, 21:59 - sridhara srinivasa das: But we need to stay the course of point 1: Srila Prabhupada Vakya greater than equal to sastra (MMP prabhu inserted this above my list)
point 2: What is the sastra pramana for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution?//
// Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP) said
10/27/20, 22:29 - Madan Mohan Das Gbc Deputy Whatsapp: @919381063234 Sumithra Krishna Prabhu, with yours and @79259080108 Maharaja's permission I will quit this chat as there is no other way that I am aware of to put on pause incoming messages from such thoughtful Vaisnavas as @919500656554 (BTW, thank you very much for your gentlemanly style of discussion, Savyasachi Prabhu), that are very interesting and intellectually stimulating and prompt me to get involved into yet another discussion tangential to the main topic. However, I do want to focus on addressing the main issue, as @917373089272 pertinently pointed out.

That said,I have already answered his number 2 "What is the sastra pramana for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution?" with quotes from both sastra (SB, Sat-kriya-sara-dipika and Mukta-carita) and Gaudiya tradition without citing Srila Prabhupada as the ultimate pramana, so, unless those pramanas are successfully challenged, I will consider point 2 taken off his list. ys, mmd//

At the beginning of the discussion I wanted sastra-pramana for GBG FDG Tirupati resolution as the point 1. But MMP insisted that citing Srila Prabhupada as the ultimate pramana as the point number 1 and sastra pramana for FDG should be point number 2. I had agreed to this and addressed point 1 of Srila Prbhupada as the ultimate pramana in 5 page document. MMP reviewed my document and accepted my statements as substantial and he expressed his commitment to work on his response to my discussion points in that document. But suddenly without answering point 1 of Srila Prabhupada as ultimate pramana he has answered point number 2 of sastra-pramana for GBC FDG resolution. This method is not correct because he set the rule that Srila Prabhupada as ultimate pramana should be the point 1 and without getting clear agreement on point 1 we cannot move to point 2 of Sastra Pramana for FDG resolution, but now he has broken his own rule. 
So this means that he has conceded defeat on point 1, to my document that presents Srila Prabhupada as “personified sastra” who instructs us to always keep “book-sastra” as the ultimate and central pramana as stated in CC Madhya 20.352. Now for the sake of the readers I am now obliged to answering his answers to point number 2 of "What is the sastra pramana for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution?"

Let us go see what those sastra pramana for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution as given by MMP in a sequence as below:
1.	Rukmiṇī receiving a Durgā-mantra from brāhmaṇīs: as he claims mentioned in texts from SB 10th canto, chapter 53. (Page 117 of MMP’s book)
2.	Muk-carita - Gopis seeking initiation from Paurṇamāsī’s disciple Nāndāmukhī: (Page 118 of MMP’s book)
3.	[October 2020] Sat-kriyā-sāra-dīpikā of Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī (page 24 of MMP’s book)
4.	Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s dīkṣā line (page 25 of MMP’s book)

*CAUTION*: 
Before I proceed to answer these questions I would like to make a note that I have retrieved the page numbers mentioned in parenthesis based on today’s or rather this moment’s version of the book, “Guru:  The Principle, Not the Body  A response to  ‘Vaiṣṇava-dīkṣā according to Nārada-Pañcarātra: Can a Female Devotee be a dīkṣā-guru?’”  published (publish-in-progress for ever) on the internet: with the URL: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1LxiVjTxCVLX8qSQybXoBjxPo_DEcqgOJVHxwsjZu_wU/edit# . Nonetheless, there are clear evidence that the contents of the book has changed several times since it was first published but there is no evidence of the author having followed a clear documented revision history and control process to this document. Since the author has not disclosed his process of archival of previous versions and a summary of revision history within the book it only renders this book as nothing short of  “a moving target.”

Nonetheless, in good faith that the claims that I have retrieved and refuted herein from Madan Mohan’s book, would remain as it is, I proceed with my effort of refuting his claims made within the book.
10/29/20, 20:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: =====Begin posting 2/6 posts..====

Post 2/6: Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP)’s Sastric evidence for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution* – *refutation*
*Page 117: Rukmiṇī receiving a Durgā-mantra from brāhmaṇīs is an evidence for FDG*
===---===---===---
1.	According to sastra and specifically in Gaudiya Vaishnavism only one “diksa-guru” is allowed (CC Adi 1.35 purport), so how can thousands of women become diksa-gurus (initiators or mantra-guru) of Mother Rukmini?
2.	BBT Translations (Appendix 4) doesn’t contain any such information.
3.	Srila Prabhupda in his Krishna Book chapter 53 does not say that Rumini Mata received mantras from the older Brahmana women, but only says that they all prayed together with the older expert brahmana women leading the *prayers*, with Mother Rukmini and others following her.
4.	Mother Rukmini’s procession to temple is on the account of her marriage ceremony as per vedic tradition. This was  not intended to receive mantra *“for the first time”* from the wives of the Brahmanas, which constitue to diksa.
a.	This is similarly the case in any ceremony, that prior to the start of a ceremony the priest arrives to act as ritvik and they are accepted as the guru only for that festival. Similar instances of mantra-gurus we find in some male dominant rituals also wherein a male who is to perform a particular sacrifice is, at that time, initiated into a particular mantra by a priest, just so that he can become eligible to take part in that sacrifice.
b.	If you look at this incident in SB 10.53, after Rukmini finishes the ritual, there is no guru-disciple connection between the wives of brahmanas and Rukmini. Are these the type of diksa-gurus that we are talking about? 
5.	MMP quotes, Jiva Gosvami to indicates In his Vaisnava Tosini commentary to verses 45-46, that Rukmini was *initiated in the worship* of Ambikā (Durgā) to whose temple she went: 
anena tu vakṣyamāṇasya mantrasya tābhirupadeśyatvam-āyātīti tāsām-eva tad-draṣṭṛtvaṁ labhyate.
Notice that it is mentioned by Jiva Gosvami that only those women (wives of brahmanas) had the qualification and authority bestowed on them as part of strī-karma to give these mantras. Since in worshipping Durga, the sastras allow female to be diksa-gurus, instructor of durga-mantras. This is given in sakta-tantras. Now: 
a.	If you carefully look then there are some rituals (like Kātyāyanī-vrata etc) which are female dominant; these are called strī-karma. These are usually related to worshipping Durga in her different forms. In such karmas sometimes it is needed that the worshipper be initiated into some mantra for that ritual.
b.	One of the commentators, Vamsidhara, mentions that in the rituals which are meant only for women, dominance is that of women (strī-karmasu strīṇāmeva prādhānyam). Sridhara Svami says that due to this it is befitting here that Lord Siva is said here to be accompanying his wife (otherwise the proper etiquette is to say that wife is accompanying her husband).
c.	Similarly we find that it is a common practice as part of the sankalpa that even among male dominant Vedic rituals a male performer of a particular sacrifice is, initiated into a particular mantra by a priest on the spot just so that he can become eligible to take part in that sacrifice.
6.	Conclusion: This is not a sastra pramana for female diksa-guru nor meets the intent statement presented in preface section of my posts.
10/29/20, 20:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: =====Begin posting 3/6 posts..====

*Post 3/6: Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP)’s Sastric evidence for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution* – *refutation*
*Page 118: Mukta-carita - Gopis seeking initiation from Paurṇamāsī’s disciple Nāndāmukhī is an evidence for FDG*
===---===---===---
1.	Mukta-carita is a scripture meant for those who are already liberated persons and so how does this apply to us conditioned-souls of Kali-yuga. There are so many issues associated with this and similar such examples in that they are applicable to those who are on elevated platform near that of the Gopis, who are unmatched as Lord’s eternal lovers and consorts.
2.	Where is the sastra pramana to state that anyone irrespective of their conditioned nature can become acaryas by imitating such activities of liberated persons not to speak of institutionalizing or standardizing such highly exceptional elevated processes?
3.	Even if these statements and context are established as the standards can any ISKCON women devotee claim to emulate the acts of Gopis? 
4.	Such imitations by conditioned souls would only lead to prakrta sahajiasm within ISKCON. 
5.	In CC Adi 10.113 Srila Prabhupada translates and comments:
“Lord Caitanya Mahāprabhu spoke, ‘My dear beautiful friend, *if one develops love of Godhead*, *love of Kṛṣṇa,* the son of Nanda Mahārāja, all the bitter and sweet influences of this love will manifest in one’s heart. Such love of Godhead acts in two ways. The poisonous effects of love of Godhead defeat the severe and fresh poison of the serpent. Yet there is simultaneously transcendental bliss, which pours down and defeats the pride of nectar and diminishes its value. In other words, love of Kṛṣṇa is so powerful that it simultaneously defeats the poisonous effects of a snake, as well as the happiness derived from pouring nectar on one’s head. It is perceived as doubly effective, simultaneously poisonous and nectarean.’”
PURPORT
This verse is spoken by *Paurṇamāsī to Nāndīmukhī* in the Vidagdha-mādhava (2.18) of Śrīla Rūpa Gosvāmī.”

Is this the relevant example for normal devotees (male or female) of Kali-yuga to accept this as a standard and become initiating spiritual masters? Are they qualified to give siddha-mantra as stated in this translations by Srila Prabhupada clearly says they were at the level of Prema and topic is on Love of Godhead.
6.	Is this a desperate attempt by MMP to show something as a sastra pramana under the influence of “blind faith” or “believe my version of Srila Prabhupada or burn” mis-conception. This is simply citing “sastra under influence” akin to “driving under influence.”
7.	If MMP at heart agrees that Srila Prabhupada is ultimate pramana and it is not necessary to harmonize (or “fact-checking” as termed by MMP) Srila Prabhupada’s words with sastras, then how can he violate Srila Prabhupada’s instruction to not speak anything that is not aligned with sastra-vakya (CC Madhya 20.352)? Srila Prabhupada never spoke on these subjects so why are we going away from Srila Prbahupada’s instructions instead of accepting his clear statements from SB 4.12.32.
10/29/20, 20:46 - sridhara srinivasa das: =====Begin posting 4/6 posts..====

*Post 4/6: Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP)’s Sastric evidence for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution* – *refutation*
*Page 24: [October 2020] Sat-kriyā-sāra-dīpikā of Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī’s statement is an evidence for FDG*
===---===---===---
1.	First of all, in the portion of the tīka of Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī, which states, “*punaḥ* pañca-saṁskāra-pūrvvakaṁ śrī-bhagavan-nāma-mantra-grahaṇam,” the word *punaḥ* meaning “again” clearly indicates that the devotee who has fallen down must “again” approach his own spiritual master or his representatives including his guru’s wife to accept the pañca-saṁskāra. In other words get “RE-INITIATED” and hence this is not applicable to new or initiations for the first time as is the GBC’s Tirupati FDG resolution intends to. 
2.	This re-initiation prayaschittam given by Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī applies only to those cases where the guru has a good standing in spiritual practices but his disciple falls down from the mandatory spiritual standards. This is in contrary to the ISKCON devotees’ common understanding of re-initiation; which is the case when disciple had to seek another guru’s shelter because of his guru falling down.
3.	So this example given by MMP violates the intent of GBC as per Tirupati FDG resolution which is meant for fresh or new initiations.
4.	Further MMP’s statements have more defects, as stated below:
// Sat-kriyā-sāra-dīpikā, discussing atonement for Vaiṣṇavas, Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī… In other words, Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī not only recognizes a theoretical possibility of Vaiṣṇavī-dīkṣā-gurus, but actually enjoins as a standard spiritual principle that one retake both the nāma and mantra via the process of pañca-saṁskāra from the departed guru’s wife as the primary recourse. [page 25]

Given the principle that qualified Vaiṣṇavis can give pañcarātrika-dīkṣā into nāma and mantras — as established here by Gopāla Bhatta Gosvāmī — one would expect to see authentic examples of this principle in the Gauḍīya-Vaiṣṇava-sampradāya in practice. [page 25]// 
a.	The above statements made by MMP in his book on pages 24 onwards has a fundamental mis-understanding that this is applicable for fresh initiations. Also he himself states that Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī said these statements for “atonement for Vaiṣṇavas” which clearly indicates that the person must have already been awarded a Vaiṣṇava-dīkṣā.
b.	In this context, the patni or wife is only eligible, as a representative of her departed husband, to re-initate, as an atonement, only to those disciples of her departed husband who have fallen from the spiritual practices. In other words it is not referring to her accepting these disciples as her disciples
c.	That the mention of wife, son, god-brothers or other pure devotees of similar qualities only indicates that each one of them although they apparently give the mantra and nama, they are only the representatives of the original male-guru.  
d.	MMP uses his mis-conception of Gopāla Bhatta Gosvāmī’s statements to justify the practice of Woman Diksa-guru in the lineage of Srila Bhakti Vinoda Takura. This is a separate topic requiring more than one post but it can be said here that MMP does not seem to understand that using sat-kriya-sara-dipika as a pramana for Gaudiya practices of FDG in the form of diksa lineage of Srila Bhaktivinoda Takura is a long shot filled with discrepancies. Does this mean Jahnava Mata, Gangamata and Hemalata Takurani only re-inititated but not given fresh initiation if we use this sat-kriya-sara-dipika as the pramana?
e.	Narada Pancaratra Bharadvaja Samhita verses 3.22-25 as cited by Gopāla Bhatta Goswamī himself gives the details of the process of atonement after receiving the re-initiation from the original guru. This only proves that Gaudiya Vaishnava practices of initiation and Panca-samskar is derived from sat-kriya-sara-dipika based on Narada Pancaratra’s Bharadvaja Samhita scripture. Thanks to MMP for bringing this portion of the sat-kriya-sara-dipika to light.
10/29/20, 20:46 - sridhara srinivasa das: =====Begin posting 5/6 posts..====

Post 5/6: Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP)’s Sastric evidence for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution* – *refutation*
* (Page 25) Bhaktivinoda Ṭhākura’s dīkṣā line is an evidence for FDG*
===---===---===---
//10/27/20, 20:24 - +7 925 908-01-08 (BRSagar Swami): Madana Mohan Prabhu raised a point, which is quite pertinent to the topic. How is it possible that we’ve got not just Jahnava Devi, but Hemalata Thakurani, Gangamata Goswamini as well as a number of contemporary examples in our sampradaya of Vaishnavi Diksha Gurus if this is against our tradition, as you are trying to convince us?
//
1.	First of all as Srila Prabhupada stated in his purport to CC Madhya 20.352, sastra should be the center of all. The question whether your holiness and Madan Mohan Prabhu agree to this or not is unanswered even after pointing several times.
2.	If we agree to this then Narada Pancaratra Bharadvaja Samhita should be the center since it has been established in this post that panca-samskara which ISKCON’s initiations are based on should be as per Bharadvaja Samhita.
3.	According to Bharadvaja Samhita verse 1.42 says woman cannot give mantras or be diksa-guru
4.	Bharadvaja Samhita verse 1.44 says the exception for this is those who are highly elevated or self-realized personalities all the rules mentioned in previous verses up to 1.42, 43 are not applicable.
5.	Is there anyone contesting that such personalities are only a fixed number as 1 or 2 or 100 etc., but such personalities cannot be defined by any matrix of qualification or institutionalized process. Varanarama Dharma does not allow women to be independent guru but be protected by father before marriage, by husband after marriage and by son in her old age. 
6.	However during the time of Gangamatai et.al Varnasrama was very much practiced by Gaudiaya sampradaya and even in such restricted environment how these female personalities acted in capacities of gurus, because of direct order of the Lord to that particular person as was the case with Gangamata Goswamini or like Draupati with five husbands as ordained by Lord Sive and then approved Srila Vyasadev and were accepted as exceptional (not to be imitated) and they did not declare it to the outside world (Srila Prabhupada says this in his conversation with Atri Rsi). Hence they are special and they are not so many indicates that you cannot open flood gates albeit with highly regulated qualification list. We cannot institutionalize divine orders of Lord.
Hence accepting Bharadvaja Samhita as authentic is the only way to find an answer to this long pressing question of whether FDG is sastric or not. But, by accepting MMP’s painting Bharadvaja Samhita as a “bodily concept” scripture is offensive at the least sruti sastra nindanam if not a grave offense knowing that Gopala Bhatta Goswami accepted Bharadvaja Samhita and used it in his works.
10/29/20, 20:47 - sridhara srinivasa das: =====Begin posting 6/6 posts..====

Post 6/6: Madan Mohan Prabhu (MMP)’s Sastric evidence for GBC FDG Tirupati resolution* – *refutation:*
* Conclusion:*
===---===---===---
In concluding this post, MMP while stating that one should only accept Srila Prabhupada’s statements as ultimate pramana and does not require to align it with sastra in these posts he has repeatedly presented views of predecessor acaryas bypassing Srila Prabhupda’s views on the topic. For example:
1.	In explaining that Suniti was revengeful towards her co-wife Suruci and her husband Uttanapada, he mis-quoted Vishvanatha Caktravarti Takura’s commentary to 4.8.20 when we find no such mention in Srila Prabhupda’s purports to SB 4.8 of Suniti being revengeful while instructing Dhruva Maharaja to go to forest and worship Lord Narayana.
2.	By mis-quoting Jiva Goswami’s text to SB 10.53 on Mother Rukmini taking Ambika mantra from wives of Brahmanas he has again gone away from Srila Prabhupada’s commentary presented in Krishna book chapter 53. 
3.	Moreover he goes against not only Srila Prabhupda’s teachings but all of Gaudiya Vaishnava and teachings of broader Vaishnava sect by comparing the standards of a “Ambika-diksa mantra” with that of “Krishna-ndiksa mantra.” Is this not a nama-aparadha?
4.	He again quoted Mukta-carita as an evidence when we find absolutely no mention of Mukta-carita by Srila Prabhupada in his book save and except in the CC Adi 10.91 purport, in which Srila Prabhupada says, “Raghunātha dāsa Gosvāmī compiled three books, named Stava-mālā (or Stavāvalī), Dāna-carita and Muktā-carita.”
5.	He cites sat-kriya-sara-dikpika scripture as an evidence when we find only one statement by Srila Prabhupada in the same purport, “Śrīla Gopāla Bhaṭṭa Gosvāmī compiled a book called Sat-kriyā-sāra-dīpikā, edited the Hari-bhakti-vilāsa, wrote a foreword to the Ṣaṭ-sandarbha and a commentary on the Kṛṣṇa-karṇāmṛta, and installed the Rādhāramaṇa Deity in Vṛndāvana.”
6.	Most importantly he does not follow Srila Prabhupada’s instructions to accept Bhardvaja Samhita, whereas Srila Prabhupada said:

“On the other hand, if the brahminical qualifications are found in the person of a śūdra, he should immediately be accepted as a brāhmaṇa. *To substantiate this there are many quotations from* Bhāgavatam, Mahābhārata, *Bharadvāja-saṁhitā and the pañcarātra*, as well as many other scriptures.” [SB 4.31.10].

Coincidentally this is the only purport in which Srila Prabhupada refers to Bharadvaja Samhita directly by name but somehow MMP, reading through Srila Prabhupada’s purports, came to the conclusion that the mere mention of name of Mukta-carita and Sat-kriya-sara-dipika in CC Adi 1.10 are greater that the statement about Bharadvaja Samhita mentioned in SB 4.31.10. Actually Srila Prabhupada instructs us to find more quotations in Bharadvaja Samhita about the varna based on qualities which MMP and the writer of executive summary for his book dismiss this scripture as an obscure sastra, “The VNP largely involves an exegetical interpretation of the Bharadvaja Samhita (a text that was only mentioned once in passing in a general way by Srila Prabhupada ( SB 4.31.10 purport). and was never directly quoted by him.” [Page 2 footnote 7 of A Synopsis of “Guru: The Principle, Not the Body'" by Madana-Mohana Dasa ' By Kisora Syama Dasa (Cogen Bohanec)]

 Not only that there are some discrepancies detected that question MMP’s sastric research integrity, as cited below:
1.	It is surprising that MMP presented all the remotest of remote statements from sastra to his purported claim that those statements support FDG implementation.
2.	While quoting sat-kriya-sara-dipika by Gopala Bhatta Goswamī, MMP seems to have neglected the sastric references to Narada Pancaratra Bharadvaja Samhita (verses 3.22-25) in connection with the point being discussed. Why? Because it does not fit his agenda, as explained below:
3.	In his fervor attempt to establish his agenda that there are no sastra pramana for FDG and that we have to only rely on Srila Prabhupada’s statements in the form of his letters and conversations and not from his books MMP seriously discredits Narada Pancaratra Bharadvaja Samhita with his own speculative translations to verses 1.59 and 1.60 in spite of his knowing that the same scripture was the used by our sampradaya acarya Gopala Bhatta Goswami. Why is dvesa against Narada Pancaratra Bharadvaja Samhita?
4.	By discrediting Bharadvaja Samhita verses 1.42 - 44 as not applicable for female diksa-guru how MMP can argue by using another portion of Bharadvaja Samhita verse 3.22-25 that Gopala Bhatta Goswami states as the basis for process of panca-samskara as applicable for FDG implementation? Please refer to quotes from page 25 of his book presented above.
Whether MMP did it intentionally or not he misquoted Gopala Bhatta Goswami who cites on the authority of Bharadvaja Samhita for the process of “Re-initiation of Vaishnava-diksa” process, but MMP cleverly hid Bharadvaja Samhita under the carpet, because that scripture, elsewhere in verse 1.42 clearly states that women cannot be diksa-guru.
5.	 By presenting weak or non-evidence as evidence to FDG and by masking real evidence of Bharadvaja Samhita verses 3.22-25 and by deriding Bharadvaja Samhita verses 1.42,43,44, 59, and 60 as irrelevant and not applicable, MMP is setting a trap for devotees to fall into his trap and buy his mis-construed purport of accepting his version of Srila Prabhupada as ultimate authority. In his version of Srila Prabhupada as ultimate authority is to dismiss direct statements of SB 4.12.32 as inconsequential, out of time, non-specific, and a description of practices of uncivilized persons of bygone ages. MMP avoids to answer the direct question of whether he follows Srila Prabhupada’s instructions to harmonize sadhu-vakya with sastra-vakya and understand sastra-vakya with the commentary of guru-vakya. By presenting Rukmini’s episode as a sastra pramana which is divorced from guru-vakya given in Krishna Book chapter 53 and by failing to accept the harmonization of SB 4.12.32 purport with Bharadvaja Samhita verses 1.42-44, MMP commits the offense of disobeying Srila Prabhupada’s purport to CC Madhya 20.352 as cited below:
“According to Śrī Caitanya Mahāprabhu, this is the way an incarnation should be accepted. *Śrīla Narottama dāsa Ṭhākura says, sādhu-śāstra-guru-vākya, cittete kariyā aikya. One should accept a thing as genuine by studying the words of saintly people, the spiritual master and the śāstra. The actual center is the śāstra, the revealed scripture.* If a *spiritual master does not speak according to the revealed scripture, he is not to be accepted. Similarly, if a saintly person does not speak according to the śāstra, he is not a saintly person.* The śāstra is the center for all. Unfortunately, at the present moment, people do not refer to the śāstras; therefore they accept rascals as incarnations, and consequently they have made incarnations into a very cheap thing. Intelligent people who follow Śrī Caitanya Mahāprabhu’s instructions and the instructions of the ācārya, the bona fide spiritual master, will not accept a pretender as an incarnation of God. ”
10/29/20, 20:49 - sridhara srinivasa das: Please take time to go through the answers to MMP's response to by first question that was turned into second question...
*Q2: MMP response to Is there a sastra pramana for GBC implementation of FDG via Tirupati resolution - refuted* in above 6 posts..
Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/30/20, 06:43 - +7 925 908-01-08: @917202953213 Thank you, Prabhu, for your appreciation. Regarding Madana Mohan Prabhu’s views on Suniti, I cannot jump to any conclusion unless I learn more from his counter arguments on this point. He tends to be solid in his thinking and I would give him the benefit of a doubt. If he will see that his conclusion was truly mistaken, he will surely apologize. We’ll have to wait until he comes back in 2 weeks time. 

As far as requesting GBC to put the resolution on hold - I think that it creates politics around the issue and is setting very bad precedent of juniors advising seniors, which is against the basic etiquette.
10/30/20, 06:45 - Krishnakirti Pr: Bam!
10/30/20, 06:51 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja.. Your earlier question on this topic is now answered in this post and the post 4/6..

Please go through these and let me know if your holiness has any further questions.

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/30/20, 06:53 - Krishnakirti Pr: Excellent!
10/30/20, 06:55 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaj.. From what I read from Damodara Prabhu post he is not dictating to seniors especially to your holiness but he is only requesting your holiness to look through Bureau resolution in the same way that your holiness considered Madan Mohan Prabhu et.al recommendations and mediate between the two. So please enlighten us how this can be seen as maryadha viruddha?
10/30/20, 06:57 - +7 925 908-01-08: This is not at all convincing argument for me. And as far as “opening the floodgates” - it’s a clear example of FEAR (False Evidence Appears Real). Where’s the flood? There are hardly any Vaisnavis even applying for the status anyway. And there will never be a “flood” of them.
10/30/20, 07:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja there is no scope for institutionalizing such exceptional cases of Jahnava mata or Ganga mata or Hemalata Thakurani... So whether it is one or flood who can be identified by institutionalized process is the same difference of "not authorized in sastra".

Hope i am clear now..
10/30/20, 07:03 - +7 925 908-01-08: That’s right! Then why should we try to Institutionally prevent Vaisnavis from acting as Diksa Gurus just on the bases of the bodily concept and not on the personal qualification?
10/30/20, 07:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/30/20, 07:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: Not on the basis of bodily concept but Sastras such as Bhardvaja Samhita prohibits that institutionalizations
10/30/20, 07:05 - sridhara srinivasa das: I had a typo.. So deleted a small post but will repost now
10/30/20, 07:08 - +7 925 908-01-08: If BS says “yes” to exceptions, why should we say “no”?
10/30/20, 07:09 - sridhara srinivasa das: FEAR (false evidence appearing real) was created by MMP when he cited S-K-S-Dipika as evidence for female devotees to initiate new disciples of her own when the actual verse was referring to wife reinitiating the fallen vaishnava disciple of her husband who left his body only in the capacity of a ritvik.
10/30/20, 07:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: Exceptions are exceptions not to be declared by us but should be manifest under direct order of Lord as was the case with Gangamata
10/30/20, 07:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja thanks for giving this acronym of FEAR...
10/30/20, 07:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja your thoughts on this please
..
10/30/20, 07:16 - sridhara srinivasa das: Because Srila Prabhupada says in his conversation with Atreya Rsi, that Jahnava mata was special, but she did not declare...

What does she did not declare mean?
10/30/20, 07:18 - +7 925 908-01-08: I can only respond later
10/30/20, 07:19 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes Maharaja. Thank you
10/30/20, 09:00 - Srigiridhari Pr: Sagara Maharaja, Pranams. Jaya Srila Prabhupada.

With a straw in my mouth, as a silent observer of this discussion, I am shocked with your statement that requesting GBC to put the resolution on hold is setting very bad precedent and against the basic etiquette.

In vedic tradition, the religious disputes among the followers were mostly settled through discussion among the pandits, not by the rulers' dictation. On the contrary, in the western history (as well as in the history of Buddhism), we see that most of the religious disputes were settled through the rulers' dictation. So, your opposition to the request to the rulers apparently looks like the western/buddist pattern to deal the religious issues. Vedic/sastric injunction can not be (should not be) contradicted by any rulers or through any majority votes (like in the GBC).

We clearly know that Srila Prabhupada wanted (at least in one instance) that the GBC resolutions to be sent to the temple presidents (when most of them were practically juniors to the GBC members) for approval. Was Srila Prabhupada setting a very bad precedent? He never intended the body of worldwide devotees to just accept blindly the decisions of the GBC, or any errant action of any single GBC.

Examples:
(a.) During 1976, Prabhupada overturned the GBC resolutions, when one of them created a massive protest from the then temple presidents.
(b.) During 1974, a particular GBC man was breaking all the principles, and the temple devotees protested to Prabhupada. Prabhupada praised those who spoke out.
(c.) Recently, during 2008, the GBC passed a resolution approving "annotations and footnotes" in Prabhupada's books. Afterwards, a number of devotees (many were actually juniors) circulated an online petition calling for it's being rescinded. After the refusal from the BBT to include annotations, GBC rescinded their resolution during 2009.
(d.) After the GBC decided to not remove Praghosh Das (from being a GBC for Mayapur), ISKCON India Bureau passed a resolution which legally removed him from the management of ISKCON at Mayapur. Although the GBC was NOT happy with that, but later on they removed him as GBC for Mayapur.

Moreover, many of the ISKCON India leaders are senior to several of the GBC members. In that case, how can the ISKCON India leaders' resolution be considered as against the basic etiquette?

I am sorry to say that your statement seems to be undermining the leadership of ISKCON India. After Anuttama Prabhu presented his well-prepared arguments for FDG, as that was not convincing, 74 temple presidents from India voted for rescinding this resolution.

ISKCON India's leadership includes several GBC members who voted to REQUEST to the GBC to rescind their FDG resolution. There was no demand or threat, and therefore no etiquette was broken.

Thanking you.

Your servant
Sri Giridhari Dasa,
Editor, Tamil Back to Godhead
10/30/20, 12:22 - +91 93271 16065 joined using this group's invite link
10/30/20, 12:25 - +91 93271 16065: Madana Mohana Prabhu is working hard to prove that we do not need to go anywhere else (including sastras and sadhus) than Srila Prabhupada’s teachings in discussing and coming to conclusion about anything. It may end up in 50 page document to establish that.

So we may take that he is very firmly believing in that philosophy. 

However, we see that in coming to conclusion about Suniti’s main reason for instructing Dhruva was her vengeance against her husband and co-wife, the only single basis he has is on the commentary of Visvanatha Cakravarti Thakura on SB 4.8.20 (divorcing it from his commentary on other verses). There is no statement of Srila Prabhupada that supports his position.

*This raises a serious doubt about his scholarship and intentions. Only two things are possible:*
1.	He has accepted that his idea of going nowhere outside SP books is wrong and given it up
2.	He is a afflicted with *_Hypocricy_*
I wish that the first reason be true.
10/30/20, 15:27 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Respected Sagara Maharaja,
My pranams.

*// As far as requesting GBC to put the resolution on hold - I think that it creates politics around the issue and is setting very bad precedent of juniors advising seniors, which is against the basic etiquette.//*

So should we take that your holiness agree with what I tried to establish in pervious post, that there is a need of long sastric discussion before passing FDG resolution? So the only point thus remains is that who can request the GBCs for this?

Then I would also request your holiness to suggest the members of this forum, who is the right person or body who can request the GBCs. Who is senior to them?

Thankyou,
Your servant,
damodara das
10/30/20, 15:38 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Respected Sagar Maharaja,
My pranams.

*// Regarding Madana Mohan Prabhu’s views on Suniti, I cannot jump to any conclusion unless I learn more from his counter arguments on this point. He tends to be solid in his thinking and I would give him the benefit of a doubt. //*

Thankyou Maharaja for clarifying that you have not yet taken any stance on it, but tend to be more inclined towards Madana Mohana Prabhu’s view. 

*This means that Madana Mohana Prabhu’s explanation was not conclusive, as of now, at least to your holiness.* 

Similarly it was not conclusive to many devotees on this forum and thus they started replying to it. When something as grave as committing offense to Suniti is suspected, it cannot be expected that devotees will wait for next 30 days to discuss it. 

The very fact that he posted these things on the conference, it means that devotees on this conference have read them and they might have been influenced by those texts and may also have something to say and discuss on what he wrote. So the devotees did start replying to them and it is not at all wrong—*after all this conference was not created to have discussions between Madana Mohana Prabhu and Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu or Murari Prabhu.*  

_Some devotees may think that whatever wrong ideas that other devotees might have acquired from Madana Mohana Prabhu’s posts, and thus they need to be rightly educated. Thus, they might write follow up posts for replying MMP’s posts which is thus not a wrong approach for “bad victory,” because we are not on war but discussion. It is to be noticed that there are many devotees here who are getting educated by these discussions and we should continue for their sake._

Besides that, the texts that Madana Mohana Prabhu pasted that time, he did not give any time for replies but went away. As soon as his Suniti offense post was contested scholarly by Savyasachi Prabhu, he got annoyed and went away from the forum, saying that it is disturbing him from working on the 1st point. But we already decided and were asked by the moderator that first of all Suniti offense point was to be dealt with by Madana Mohana Prabhu and then only the 1st point can continue. So how is it that he ran away from the Suniti offense point in excuse for working for the first point. Moreover, he could afford spending hours gathering for the 2nd point (sastric references) but could not afford to spend time for discussing further on the Suniti offense.
 
In the beginning he forced that he be allowed to first prove Srila Prabhupada’s words are sastra and that they do not need to tally with sastra etc. He only urged this to be first point and then only he will discuss 2nd point. But then without finishing 1st point and without dealing with Suniti offense, he suddenly supplied sastric references (2nd point reply). Is this not erratic? Your Holiness do give him benefit of doubt and you have a right to your opinion. However, I do not think that all the devotees in this forum may be of the same opinion; I leave to them.

Thankyou,
Your servant,
damodara das
10/30/20, 17:37 - +7 925 908-01-08: My Pranams, Sri Giridhari Prabhu. Jaya Srila Prabhupada. 

I understand your concern. But I would humbly request you to be a bit more thoughtful of your choice of words, like “rulers’ dictation”, in relation to the GBC Body, as it implies that such senior-most members like HH Jayapataka Maharaja and HH Gopál Krishna Maharaja, who are supporting the VDG resolution, also fall into this category? And you are trying to place yourself into the “pandits” category above them? 

I will not be arguing the obvious point that the GBC Body made mistakes in the past, and there is definitely a possibility of making mistakes in the present and future. We’re all humans, not gods. But the arrogant attitude of “pandits vs rulers” is not very impressive in terms of Vaishnava, Vedic, or even basic human culture.  It will hardly ever win anyone’s heart. And if you want to fight for the political domination in ISKCON by rallying your crowds - then why even bothering holding any dialogue? Go ahead and show your prowess, if you wish. But I’m not sure if Srila Prabhupada would ever appreciate it. In your example devotees  approached him, which he appreciated *specifically* because they were not trying to take the law in their hands. 

In regards to the request from the IB to the GBC to rescind the resolution, I can only say that this very discussion potentially could be the step forward to remedy the situation. But if you are trying to accuse me of “undermining the leadership of ISKCON India”, I don’t see much scope for reasonable discussion. 

Your servant, B.R. Sagar Swami
10/30/20, 17:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja, do you have any update on when MM P will be available to clear off some of these burning issues.. I think devotees in this conference have been affected by his statements as of now including myself we don't know when this burning issue would be put off..
10/30/20, 17:47 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am sure you would be able to work it out like you did last time by bringing MMP on the conference.

Respecting your suggestions to remain patient i was quite patient although MMP kept changing the targets over and again and violating the rules of the debate that he only set.. So he has to explain why he did that...
10/30/20, 17:48 - +7 925 908-01-08: My pranams, Prabhu. 

It’s very surprising that you are so quick to jump to the conclusions about the “wrong ideas” from Madan Mohana Prabhu that you are trying to immediately “educate” everyone with the right ideas, explaining to everyone that he actually “run away from the Suniti offense”? And do you think that trying to demonize him in this way you will win a great appreciation from everyone as a great Vaishnava Scholar? 

I’m sorry if it’s not a pretty picture, but this type of a rogue mentality is not acceptable amongst gentlemen.
10/30/20, 17:59 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja i once again appeal to your holiness very humbly that i and other devotees have been patiently working with MMP, as i said he was responsible for our losing patience because
1. He changed goal posts on us too many times
2. He insisted on following strict rules but there are instances to prove that those strict rules and etiquette of debate are only for others and himself.
3. He picked on minor defects of devotees like use of acronyms while addressing him or other devotees but he himself has several times referred to Bhaktivinoda Takura to BVT or Bharadvaja samhita as BS.. He showed an attitude of blame game instead agreeing that everyone can commit mistakes.
4. One thing i like point your holiness that in this conference i can point several instances when i was ticketed for use of flammable words or impoliteness but your holiness and the moderator never ever restrained MM P for the same violations. There are instances of his sarcasm on me that i had to crack jokes to not make a fuss about it.
5. But now we come to the point that MMP is seen by not just me many in this conference as juggling words.. The only way he can clear that perception is to answer my posts and other devotees observation of him having done Suniti insult.

Please let us know when your holiness can get these perceptions resolved and then we can be progressive in our debate.

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/30/20, 18:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: *Rules of debate - for others and not for himself
10/30/20, 18:04 - +7 925 908-01-08: Madana Mohan Prabhu is 
1) A specially invited guest
2) Senior devotee with serious responsibility 

For these reasons he naturally has number of advantages
10/30/20, 18:06 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am sorry Maharaja... I highly object to this statement...I understand this statement as below:

All are equal but some like MMP are more equal.
Is this a correct understanding?
10/30/20, 18:08 - +7 925 908-01-08: No, it’s not that “all are equal”. Seniors must be respected, even if they are not always perfect. Otherwise there will be chaos. 

If you at all interested to carry on, it’s better to move away from his arguments for now and start discussing other points, which are numerous
10/30/20, 18:14 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja, by the way, I am a specially invited guest for the Indian Continental Committe of which @919381063234 Prabhu is the moderator. I was invited on that capacity although I am junior to all devotees including your holiness. But I also could enjoy the benefit of "specially invited guest" if not senior.. This is just an observation... I am not justifying that violation of maryadha. But Maharaja what is the reason for MMP to change goal posts and make this whole thing a moving target for us?
10/30/20, 18:18 - sridhara srinivasa das: //Sagara Maharaja says..

If you at all interested to carry on, it’s better to move away from his arguments for now and start discussing other points, which are numerous
//
But MMP has set the rules that first Srila Prabhupada as ultimate pramana and then sastra for FDG resolution. He would not allow us to move on to the next point without an agreement to point 1. The first 5 days of debate went in answering his point that he tried hard to get us to agree to his contract..

But your holiness is asking me to move on. Anyways. Now we need to park these points that we are discussing to a safe point before we take on next topic. But MMP was hard on us to not move on. 

Problem is MMP way of thinking is more of driving the debate and not allow others a chance at the steering wheel.

This is my observation.
10/30/20, 18:20 - sridhara srinivasa das: In order for MMP to answer point 2 prior to point 1 he portrayed that I disagreed with his position on point 1 but i never said i agreee or i disagree without him reading my five page writeup. One should read the five page writeup and then come to a conclusion. MMP just got carried away into writing 50 pages of defence but yet he has concluded that i disagreed with his position..
10/30/20, 18:21 - +7 925 908-01-08: He is on the leave for the next two weeks anyway, and I don’t think whatever rules he requested for himself have to be binding for everyone here
10/30/20, 18:31 - sridhara srinivasa das: No Maharaja, I have proof to show that he set the rules not just for himself (i am not talking about acronynm please) but he imposed the rule to keep Srila Prabhupada as ultimate authority and no need to harmonize his statements with sastra. He continues to maintain that position so how can we push forward without getting a clear picture on the fundamental stance? 
I want your holiness to understand why the devotees in this conference are just losing patience. You can also see some devotees who are very senior but were observing this debate actually objected to this type of dragging the feet on the part of MMP. 

Now, i only see that when MMP comes back after 2 weeks gap, he has to answer or park this debate to a logical point. 
1.So he has to answer his position of Srila Prbhupada as ultimate authority even not necessary to harmonize his statements with sastra by addressing the points i have made in my 5 page writeup. 
2. Then he has to clear the perceived offense which he is not conceived of by answering our points of contention made in the other posts.

3. Lastly he has to answer my refutation to his response to point 2 of sastra pramana for GBC's FDG resolution.

Actually addressing these three points will drive the rest of the points in my list. Hence without parking these three points proceeding with other points will only get us to deadlocks.

Your humble servant

These three points
10/30/20, 18:32 - +7 925 908-01-08: It’s fine with me
10/30/20, 19:03 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Maharaj, Pranams.

*//It’s very surprising that you are so quick to jump to the conclusions about the “wrong ideas” from Madan Mohana Prabhu that you are trying to immediately “educate” everyone with the right ideas, explaining to everyone that he actually “run away from the Suniti offense”? And do you think that trying to demonize him in this way you will win a great appreciation from everyone as a great Vaishnava Scholar? //*
I am sorry Maharaja, you are picking and ascribing wrong accusations on me. Please have a re-look at what I wrote. Here it is (please note bold text):
---------
_*Some devotees may think* that whatever wrong ideas that other devotees might have acquired from Madana Mohana Prabhu’s posts, and thus they need to be rightly educated. Thus, *they might write follow up posts for replying MMP’s posts* which is thus not a wrong approach for “bad victory,” because we are not on war but discussion. It is to be noticed that there are many devotees here who are getting educated by these discussions and we should continue for their sake._
--------
I never said that I have come to conclude but that “some devotees think” and it is a truth. I don’t know why your holiness want to neglect this obvious fact, when you are seeing many devotees are replying against MM? Why you want to just divert the discussion by tagging individuals as having “type of a rogue mentality?” 

Anyways, you have not answered my core questions but have tried to character assasinate me by calling different names. Anyways, I take it as mercy from you as you are senior. But I would request you to answer my core questions—I request not to divert discussion from that. You can write separate post calling me different names and I will take it as your mercy.

*I will repeat those questions here (2 for now):*
------------------------------------------
*// As far as requesting GBC to put the resolution on hold - I think that it creates politics around the issue and is setting very bad precedent of juniors advising seniors, which is against the basic etiquette.//*

So should we take that your holiness agree with what I tried to establish in pervious post, that there is a need of long sastric discussion before passing FDG resolution? So the only point thus remains is that who can request the GBCs for this?

Then I would also request your holiness to suggest the members of this forum, who is the right person or body who can request the GBCs. Who is senior to them?
-------------------
10/30/20, 19:09 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: I am sorry Maharaja, if seniority decides everything then why have discussion. Sivarama Swami is much more senior to and in Guru Varga of Madana Mohana Prabhu and your humble self. 
We posted his video and he is against FDG.
Same is the case with 
Basu Ghosh Prabhu
Mukunda Datta Prabhu
H H Bhakti Vikasa Swami
H H Bhakti Raghava Swami
H G Haripad Prabhu
H G Phalini Mataji
H G Jasomatinandana Prabhu
and the list goes on of Srila Prabhupada's disciples.

Even half of the GBC members are not for the resolution.

Sorry to be bold, but it seems without being bold here there cannot be any discussion.

As soon as your points are contested in content, you start character assasinating devotees and that way try to win points. This is not a very clean technique.
10/30/20, 19:13 - Srigiridhari Pr: Pranams Maharaja. Jaya Srila Prabhupada.

Thank you for acknowledging that GBC made mistakes in the past, and there is definitely a possibility of making mistakes in the present and future. This is exactly the point Maharaja. GBC needs to hear from other leaders also, especially on sensitive issues, and in that way, they can reduce the possible mistakes. ISKCON India leaders feel that FDG will be a big mistake, and thus the request is being made repeatedly to consider for an open discussion among the pandits of both the groups.

Maharaja, I never pushed myself into any pandit category, and never above the great personalities you mentioned. I was only informing you that historically religious issues (in Vedic culture) were dealt with the discussion between the pandits of two parties, and not through the rulers' dictation. I wonder why should you stretch it to "are you above x and y," "arrogant attitude," "fight for political domination," "show your prowess," etc. Sorry Maharaja, it seems to me that you are trying to divert the attention from the topic.

You were advocating that even a request from ISKCON India leaders to GBC to rescind their resolution is "politics," and "against the basic etiquette" -- this was shocking Maharaja, and that was my subject matter, which you have avoided responding.

Maharaja, if you stick to your above point, then certainly you are undermining the leadership of ISKCON India. I am not just accusing, but just pointing from your message: "As far as requesting GBC to put the resolution on hold - I think that it creates politics around the issue and is setting very bad precedent of juniors advising seniors, which is against the basic etiquette."

Your servant
Sri Giridhari Dasa
10/30/20, 19:18 - +7 925 908-01-08: Thank you, @917202953213 Damodara Prabhu for your sincerity. I have nothing against your good self personally and only trying to point out ineffective strategies in dealing with devotees who are connected to the GBC, like few devotees on this chat. It’s a first attempt to develop a dialogue and if we succeed, we can invite other responsible devotees.
10/30/20, 19:22 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: This message was deleted
10/30/20, 19:23 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: This message was deleted
10/30/20, 19:23 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja.. That is very encouraging to hear that your holiness is keen on getting to bottom of this issue with dialog based sastra guru sadhu vakyas. Thanks for facilitating this debate but please inform MMP of our concerns that i have mentioned so that he can adjust his debating style. Again he is senior to us but we are only requesting that he consider not only my request but  all the other devotees who have responded to his posts here.
10/30/20, 19:25 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Okay Maharaj, no problems. Even you call names, you are senior, it is mercy on me.

I would request to get back to topic, by your permission.

I would request you to answer my core questions—

*I will repeat those questions here (2 for now):*
------------------------------------------
*// As far as requesting GBC to put the resolution on hold - I think that it creates politics around the issue and is setting very bad precedent of juniors advising seniors, which is against the basic etiquette.//*

So should we take that your holiness agree with what I tried to establish in pervious post, that there is a need of long sastric discussion before passing FDG resolution? So the only point thus remains is that who can request the GBCs for this?

Then I would also request your holiness to suggest the members of this forum, who is the right person or body who can request the GBCs. Who is senior to them?
10/30/20, 19:27 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Sorry, I will have to go take clear stomach and take bath; and then have a meeting. Will be able to come back tomorrow only.
Really sorry to make you wait. You all can go on discussin.
10/30/20, 19:29 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: If you still want me back for discussion, just tell Sridhara Srinivasa to call me. I shall try to be back.
10/30/20, 19:32 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja I wanted to ask your holiness if you could fill in some more thoughts on the topic that we were discussing in the morning?
10/30/20, 19:37 - +7 925 908-01-08: Since the GBC purposefully established SAC for discussions on the philosophical points, this is the natural authority they take seriously. And for practical application we’ve got SABHA, of which Sumitra Krishna Prabhu is a member. He started this chat for these purposes specifically and invited myself and other SABHA members here.
10/30/20, 19:39 - sridhara srinivasa das: I wonder where is @919381063234 Sumitra Prabhu .. usually he is an active participant.. may be very busy on other activities...
10/30/20, 19:39 - +7 925 908-01-08: As far as I understand, “didn’t declare” meant that she didn’t declare herself as Acharya. Other devotees did it.
10/30/20, 19:40 - sridhara srinivasa das: I agree, but could also be that others did not declare it either. ... otherwise we should have had a ton of FDG's in GV by now
10/30/20, 19:42 - +7 925 908-01-08: I doubt it that others didn’t declare it either. In this case it would remain unknown to us also
10/30/20, 19:42 - sridhara srinivasa das: I mean a ton to the extent that your holiness and myself would not be talking about... also other sampradayas over the last 500 years should have had FDG as a normal thing. Why other sampradayas did not even have a mention of it including our parent Madhva sampradaya
10/30/20, 19:43 - +7 925 908-01-08: It’s always an exception. But it’s more common for Gaudiyas that others.
10/30/20, 19:45 - +7 925 908-01-08: And since I have another class soon, I’d have to excuse myself for the next couple of hours. But we’ve got some very senior Srila Prabhupada disciples here, who can contribute to our discussion?
10/30/20, 19:46 - sridhara srinivasa das: So Srila Prabhupada's statement that "but did not declare it" is very significant and not to be brushed aside as not relevant.. key is such personalities also self-manifest by divine arrangement and when they do they exhibit characteristics that we can determine their svarupa laksana and tatastha laksana...

This point of svarupa laksana and tatastha laksana are very much described in CC Madhya 20.352 and Srila Prabhupada's purport in that regard is very significant and eye opener..

Your thoughts on CC Madhya 20.352 purport...please
10/30/20, 19:48 - sridhara srinivasa das: This point of svarupa laksana and tatastha laksana are very much described in CC Madhya 20.352 and Srila Prabhupada's purport in that regard is very significant and eye opener..

Your thoughts on CC Madhya 20.352 purport...please.. when you return back from your class..

Or from any other Srila Prabhupada's disciples in this conference please..

Your humble servant
10/30/20, 21:51 - Delhi Temple Rishi Kumara Gkg: Dandavat Pranam.Maharaja and Prabhujis.  I find myself intellectually challenged and also somewhat disturbed with the tone of exchanges in this group.  Possibly my being dullheaded makes me not so emphatic about my opinions on such a critical subject.  
In my service as Chairman-NIDC we have already had a discussion on this. The Bureau and the GBC could obviously pursue discussions further. Many thanks for the stimulating discussions. Have only a prayer that The group does not sacrifice Sadachara for  Siddhanta. Satyam bruyat  Priyam bruyat...Forgive me if I spoke beyond my Patrata🙇🏻‍♂️🙏. Dasanudasoasmi
10/30/20, 21:52 - Delhi Temple Rishi Kumara Gkg: Am recusing myself from this group.  Dasanudasoasmi 🙇🏻‍♂️🙏
10/30/20, 21:52 - Delhi Temple Rishi Kumara Gkg left
10/31/20, 04:14 - +1 (516) 428-0191: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

[CSKSW401] PREFACE: I have wanted to participate in this discussion for some time, but have been lost in meeting my own various duties.  Still, there are a number of commitments that are vying for my time, but I have decided to try to take part in this discussion to the degree that I can.  I respect this discussion, though dealing with the WhatsApp platform really leaves a lot to be desired.

I have struggled with WhatsApp and only yesterday learned how to download the entire Chat-History and view it on a computer where styles could be added, and it could be re-formatted to be more readable and searchable.

You all probably know that I am pro-VDG and I will make my various reasons for my position known as I submit my various posts as this chat goes forward.  I will be periodically downloading the entire chat as new text posts come into it.

I am happy to see that the mood of this discussion has taken a turn for the more Vaishnava spirited, with fewer emotional appeal and reactions as well as fewer Ad-Hominin arguments.

You may have noticed the prefix to this post which I want to use to be able to clearly identify a particular post and even to be able do a search later for it should the need arise.  The number is arbitrary and the CSKSW obviously refers to my name Candrasekhara Swami.  I am also trying to keep my post short which is a great austerity for me, so that in the WhatsApp Forum, the points might be more clearly and easily grasped.  In no way do I want to suggest, though that long-form text of essays do not also have a place in this type of exchange.
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
10/31/20, 04:15 - +1 (516) 428-0191: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

[CSKSW402] PREFACE: The entire discourse on this topic has been lengthy and taken place over many years.  It has also been hosted on many different types of platforms such as essay documents, videos, audios and even a few debates both face-to-face (pre Covid-19) and virtual.
With this quote I will sum up one of my most basic feelings:

//[Sri Krishna Bhajanamrtam 3-4] During this Kali Yuta, when the time of Lord Sri Krishna Chaitanya Mahaprabhu and Lord Sri Nityananda Prabhus’ transcendental pastimes become unmanifest, Their Lordships become the object of transcendental research and discussion .  At that time, all level of devotees including uttama adhikari, madhyama adhikari and kanistha adhikari shall always be in anxiety and it will be at all times.  They shall almost feel uncertainly in their hearts regarding the correct understanding of the eternal truths of devotional service.//

It is certain to me that although much repetition is taking place as various parties discuss, there is also still a progression in this discourse.  Therefore, I reserve the right to change my opinion on this issue or any of its various sub-points.  Seems there is no one who can really absorb all of the things that have been said.  This is why also I am interested in trying in my small way to take part here
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
10/31/20, 04:16 - +1 (516) 428-0191: This message was deleted
10/31/20, 04:19 - +1 (516) 428-0191: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

[CSKSW403] PREFACE: Again I offer a quote from the Srimad Bhagavatam that just came up in our Brooklyn Class yesterday.

//[SB 2.4.23] May the Supreme Personality of Godhead, who enlivens the materially created bodies of the elements by lying down within the universe, and who in His puruṣa incarnation causes the living being to be subjected to the sixteen divisions of material modes which are his generator, be pleased to decorate my statements.//

I pray to bring light to this discussion and not more darkness or confusion.  We shall see how I fare
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
10/31/20, 04:23 - sridhara srinivasa das: Respected Chandrasekhara Swami Maharaja..
Please accept my humble obeisances at your lotus feet
Jaya Srila Prabhupada

So is it okay if I refer to your holiness by the acronym CSKSM in discussions?

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/31/20, 04:27 - +1 (516) 428-0191: No probs
10/31/20, 04:28 - sridhara srinivasa das: So one thing that has come from this is do all debators agree to Chandrasekhara Swami Maharaja (CSKSM) proposal to export chat history file outside of whatsapp and use it to respond to the points made in this debate and accept that such acts are as part of improving quality of the discussion?

I agree.
Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/31/20, 04:29 - sridhara srinivasa das: CSKSM i am sure you agree to this. Please confirm.
10/31/20, 04:31 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja. I humbly beg..
10/31/20, 04:32 - sridhara srinivasa das: Also I request @919381063234 moderator to make a note of this.
10/31/20, 04:50 - sridhara srinivasa das: Now i humbly present to  CSKSM the following for consideration and comment.



It is very appropriate to compare a powerful king like Prthu to a lion. In
India, ksatriya kings are still called singh, which means "lion." Unless
rogues, thieves and other demoniac people in a state are afraid of the
executive head, who rules the kingdom with a strong hand, there cannot be
peace or prosperity in the state. Thus it is most regrettable when a woman
becomes the executive head instead of a lionlike king. In such a situation
the people are considered very unfortunate. [SB 4.16. 23].

My question how does GBC resolution on FDG is in alignment with this statement of Srila Prabhupada is in the above purport?

Does this purport like, SB 4.12.32, of
Srila Prabhupada lamenting the role of women being head of the society apply only to Indira Gandhi who was in the past, India's Prime
Minister at the time of writing this purport to Srimad Bhagavatam, 4.16.23? Or is this applicable to Germany (Angela Merkel) at present and probably to Kamala Harris as potential (V)P in the future?
10/31/20, 06:34 - +1 (516) 428-0191: This message was deleted
10/31/20, 06:36 - +1 (516) 428-0191: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

[CSKSW101] META-DISCUSSION:  I changed the numbering here because this is a “Meta” discussion or a “discussion about the discussion.”  I suspect we will have some more of these and I just want to separate them from our actual discussions about the topic itself, though I know that will not be entirely possible.

Personally, I am fine with whatever you all decide.  I can destroy the saved part of the discussion I have so far, or agree not to post it to any outside person, group or forum.  I simply wanted to have a comfortable way to see this WhatsApp exchange and be able to search it.  I thought everybody else was doing this already.

I also thought that things here would be posted outside, but, again, I will abide by whatever rules you all decide.

Please forgive me if I vanish sometimes.  Except for Sundays, I should be able to at least acknowledge a post directed to me, if not to have the time to reply. [2020-10-30]
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
10/31/20, 06:43 - sridhara srinivasa das: (Reply to CSKSM) Why this is classified as a meta discussion Maharaja? My point is directly related to establishing the fact that SB 4.12.32 is very much relevant just like 4.16.23 is relevant for all times.

Meaning: Suniti being a woman... could not become diksa guru is relevant to all woman of all times just like what Srila Prabhupada said in SB 4.16.23, " Thus it is most regrettable when a woman
becomes the executive head instead of a lionlike king. In such a situation
the people are considered very unfortunate." is applicable to all times and all personalities.

Please consider this and let me know what your holiness thinks about this point.
10/31/20, 07:04 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Dear devotees.Pamho .Agtsp. Pamho .

Thank you the partipating in this ongoing dialogue and giving  the various wonderful thoughtful inputs .

Please read again the   description message in this group .

My humble request is to  please  follow the vaishnava ettiquite and avoid using strong words ,sentences while discussing or debating,do not make personal attack  as we are dealing with devotees who are rendering services in iskcon .

Thank you
10/31/20, 07:04 - +1 (516) 428-0191: This message was deleted
10/31/20, 07:29 - +1 (516) 428-0191: This message was deleted
10/31/20, 07:31 - +1 (516) 428-0191: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

[CSKSW404b] REPLY to Sridhara Srinivasa:  I was only responding to your first post about the copying of data from WhatsApp to computers.

As for your quote about King Pṛthu [SB 4.16.23], I want to make a presentation of my general understanding of this issue, which I will do in a few days, but for now, I will say this much.  How deep does “being a woman go?”  Is there any difference between being a woman and being a Vaishnavi?

Please, I am not trying to seem snarky or facetious here.  What exactly is a Vaishnavi?
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
10/31/20, 07:32 - sridhara srinivasa das: Reply to [CSKSW404 "Vaishnavi"]: Maharaja please add the subtitle to your prefix "Vaishnvavi" in your replies. I agree that a Vaishnavi in the context of material body is a person who has taken to Krishna Consciousness seriously just like a Vaishnava has done but they (as soul) both are in different places, situations, and constrained (until liberation) by that body. Yet, Śrīla Prabhupāda did make a clear distinction that men are superior to women in his movement on at least couple of occasions ([Morning Walk – May 27, 1974, Rome], [March 5th, 1975 - Room Conversation - New York City]);
Begin quote…..1
=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-
*Yogesvara:* So here's a problem: The women today want the same rights as men. How can they be satisfied? 
*Prabhupāda:* Everything will be satisfied. Just like *our women, Kṛṣṇa conscious,* they are working. *They don't want equal rights with the men.* It is due to Kṛṣṇa consciousness. They are cleansing the temple, they are cooking very nicely. *They are satisfied. They never said *that *"I have to go to Japan for preaching like Prabhupāda." They never say*. *This is artificial.* So *Kṛṣṇa consciousness means work in his constitutional position*. *The women, men, when they remain in their constitutional position,* there will be no artificial *[Morning Walk – May 27, 1974, Rome]* 

Another conversation recorded on this topic with a third person, a reporter

Begin quote…..2
=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-
*Reporter*: Are men superior *in your movement, though*? 
*Prabhupāda*: Hm? 
*Reporter:* Are men regarded as superior to women? 
*Prabhupāda*: Yes, naturally. Naturally, woman requires protection by the man. In the childhood she is protected by the father, and youth time she is protected by the husband, and old age she is protected by elderly sons. That is natural. *[March 5th, 1975 - Room Conversation - New York City]* 

In the 1974 morning walk conversation Śrīla Prabhupāda answered a question about women in general with emphasis as “our women, Kṛṣṇa conscious.” Similarly, in the question asked by the reporter, “Are men superior in your movement,” there is clear indication that the reporter was referring to ISKCON movement. This indicates that both the reporter and Śrīla Prabhupāda were referring to men and women of ISKCON devotees or Vaiṣṇavas or Vaiṣṇavīs and not just ordinary men and women. He had a different idea of roles for women and men in ISKCON, which is in harmony with Vedic culture. I have written in detail about this topic that I hope to post them later...

So this is exactly the definition of Vaishnavi.
10/31/20, 07:43 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
10/31/20, 07:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: Reply to [CSKSW404 "Vaishnavi"]: So Srila Prabhupada did not distinguish between ordinary woman and Vaishnavis in the context of following "Stri dharma." Of course in the context of Saranagati (BG 18.66 or Bharadvaja Samhita 1.44) there are distinctions between ordinary women from Vaishnavis.. which is not the context for diksa-guru but in the context of becoming a devotee and receiving adhikara for performing pure devotional service as a disciple and not as a guru.
10/31/20, 07:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: Reply to [CSKSW404 "Vaishnavi"]: Maharaja, is that a reasonable answer? If yes then please comment on the comparison between SB 4.12.32 purport with that of 4.16.23 purport. Are they both referring to ordinary women as in modern uncivilized karmi woman or as "the pro-FDG" portrayed ancient uncivilized envious women of bygone ages and these two purports do not apply to kali-yuga ISKCON devotee women at all?
10/31/20, 08:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: [SSD404 "Vaishnavi vs Ordinary Women"]: So far it was believed by the pro-FDG group that there is only one purport SB 4.12.32 that says no to women diksa-guru. But contrary to that statement we find another statement in 4.16.23 purport in which Srila Prabhupada says, it is unfortunate for the citizens (misfortune) if instead of a lionlike King leading the society, women takeup the leadership position:
[Srila Prabhupada says in SB 4.16.23 purport]:  "Thus it is most regrettable when a woman
becomes the executive head instead of a lionlike king. In such a situation
the people are considered very unfortunate."

The executive head of the devotional society is certainly guru (siksa or diksa), and that this purport 4.16.23 only supports that Srila Prabhupada made in SB 4.12.32.

If you do not agree then please explain your position.
10/31/20, 08:47 - +1 (516) 428-0191: This message was deleted
10/31/20, 08:49 - +1 (516) 428-0191: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

[CSKSW405] [Vaishnavi] REPLY to Sridhara Srinivasa: May I use the abbreviation SDSNP for your name?

Always the person doing the cross-examination seems to be in the superior position.  It is an old police technique.  I think both you and I know this, but some on this forum may not.  So I will only take a bit more of this cross-examination on your points, which you have every right to.  But rather, I would like to make an overall presentation first which gives my overall thoughts for those who will never grasp what I have to say by my simply responding to your various detailed challenges.  I don’t mind the challenges, just the format of the exchange needs to be placed into a context where both sides get a chance to explain their view, then both sides can ask their various questions.  I appreciate your points, and I would like to respond by explaining why I see these same verses that you quote in a different perspective.

This line of reasoning seems to stem from considerations of application of Varnashrama.  This is an issue in itself, beyond just the VDG controversy.  What did Srila Prabhupada mean by VAD?  What importance does it have in our movement?  And are there to be adjustments?

This is an incomplete answer, but maybe you can see where I am going.  I know you can respond by yet proposing 3 more questions also about details or verses.  But I suggest, let me get a chance to present a complete and more whole picture of why the verses that you refer to have a different context for me.  For now it is getting late here.

Since I begin a new session of the Bhakti Sastri course two days from now, I may not get a chance to reply until Tuesday.  But if I can, I will.  The reason I wanted to have these codes associated with the posts both you and I make and the reason that I wanted to download the entire exchange is just so the thread doesn’t get lost when time forces me to come and go.
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
10/31/20, 08:58 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: This message was deleted
10/31/20, 09:01 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: @Sagar Swami
*// Since the GBC purposefully established SAC for discussions on the philosophical points, this is the natural authority they take seriously.* And for practical application we’ve got SABHA, of which Sumitra Krishna Prabhu is a member. He started this chat for these purposes specifically and invited myself and other SABHA members here.//

Respected Maharaj, Pranams.

This is a side point but Sumitra Krishna Prabhu never told us that this is a discussion officially started on behalf of SABHA; this discussion started on ICC Informal Whatsapp group from where it got shifted by Sumitra Krishna Prabhu saying that it is cluttering there and arguments are interrupted by other messages that come on the ICC forum. So if this is official discussion on behalf of SABHA, then I think it has been a lacuna on the part of the SABHA to communicate it to the members (at the end of this post group description is pasted).  

*Coming back to the Main point*

Maharaj, I am talking about official discussions between the scholars from pro-FDG side and anti-FDG side. That has never happened, at least in a way that is needed. 

SAC never had scholars from both sides. If your holiness can tell me which scholars from anti-FDG side the SAC had, it will add to my knowledge. This side was completely neglected. Besides this the questionable research techniques and politics in SAC have been already challenged by, I believe, its founder itself (a disciples of Srila Prabhupada) who then retired due to such issues. I do not want to take names here; those interested can visit: https://www.harekrsna.com/sun/editorials/02-14/editorials11393.htm 

If your holiness is saying that the GBC is dependent on such a research then I think we are very much afraid of such research and thus feel that certainly there is a need to have a thread-bare discussion gathering scholars from both sides, sit for months together and come to some conclusion. 

It is to be noticed that the anti-FDG side has been persistently asking for such a discussion, at least since last two years, but the pro-FDG side (and the GBCs) are persistently avoiding it. In stead they just go ahead and pass it. Why avoid discussion? Is there some fear? Anti-FDG side is not asking for “just believe us or burn in hell.” They are just demanding a fair discussion, as was always had in our sampradaya—parakiya-vadis and svakiya-vadis being one of such examples. Why can’t we get together and discuss on official forum with set norms and standard moderators for such discussions on the subjects of vedic literatures? This is what we are not able to understand.

Thankyou for your patience Maharaja,
Your servant,
damodara das

*Group Description*

This group VDG  has been started to discuss various aspects of the ongoing VDG topic. Here members can share their views on this important subject . Also this group is open to all and take part in the discussions in a spirit of vaishnavism. Please maintain respect and care while communicating your views in this group. Ofcourse difference of opinion are accepted .Please do not post inappropriate messages and do not target or critisize devotees by name.
Thank you, Admins
10/31/20, 09:19 - +7 925 908-01-08: Hare Krishna, Prabhu! 
No, I never meant to say that this is an official discussion with SABHA. It’s a personal initiative of Sumitra Krishna Prabhu, as far as I understand. It’s a trial and it will show by the results if there’s any chance for a reasonable conversation.
10/31/20, 09:21 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Dear Prabhu this is not an official group of Sabha.As you rightly said when the discussion of fdg was getting cluttered on the ICC group this exclusively group to discuss about vdg was created where different devotees can discuss and know about what is being going on this vdg .

This topic of VDG is a sensitive one as we find many devotees all over the world have varied impression on this .

So we are sure that our esteemed GBC members will give more time to listen to all stake holders and then act accordingly.

Indian leaders for long time wanted dialogue in this matter.

Always it is better to know what others are also saying .





This is an informal group .
10/31/20, 09:49 - +7 925 908-01-08: Thank you very much dear @919381063234 Prabhu for your clarification. I feel that it’s really important to establish a proper Vaishnava etiquette in this chat for us to make any progress at all. So far it’s been a serious problem, as I feel, with defining GBC as “oppressive rulers”, and ourselves as “pandits”, etc. But Srila Prabhupada always stressed the importance of accepting authority of the GBC Body, rather than challenging it. And since the resolution passed already, it’s only appropriate to ask clarifying questions trying to understand how and why our senior-most GBC leaders, such as HH Jayapataka Maharaja, HH Gopal Krishna Maharaja as well as HH Bhakti Charu Maharaja have very valid reasons for passing this resolution and supporting it? And if you manage to come up with the questions which will put serious doubts in our minds about the validity of such decision - we can promise to go to the GBC, SAC and SABHA with the requests for addressing these doubts. But the challenging attitude of “us knowing better than them and therefore we should educate them about the right conclusions!” will take us nowhere. This I can guarantee.
10/31/20, 09:49 - sridhara srinivasa das: CSKSM Maharaja, Yes maharaja you may use that short form to address me. I am very fortunate to be getting your holiness association through this forum.

We were discussing on what is the sastra pramana for FDG and in that connection i came across these two purports 4.12.32 and 4.16.23 both of which to seem to address our topic directly as Guru vakyas.

Having said that Srila Prabhupada directed us to harmonize guru-vakyas with sastra vakya in his purport CC Madhya 20.352. Hence i seek sastra reference that say no to FDG. This is the 33,000 feet view of my approach.

I beg to hear from your holiness a top level view of the direction of your holiness view on this topic which will help me understand and both of us can avoid interrogational and quote-for-quote approach.

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/31/20, 10:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja, this was exactly the way the debate was going on until your holiness bringing the special guest to the forum.

I have already said that it was very difficult to work with our special guest whom you yourself addressed as a Pandita and some of us including my humble self was attacked straight way by not so polite words.

By the way, you may refer to the tone of the author of the book Guru:the priciple not the body, which was the same tone the author when came into speak here carried forward.

There is a sying that only when both hands 👐 come together there will be a sound. So by that analogy i want to impress upon your holiness that the past episode is not just from one side.

Now you can see that from the conversations with CSKSM maharaja things are really different. We are starting from 33,000 feet high view and zooming in.

But in the past conversations the guest speaker had wanted a inside out conversation.

So we are making good progress, of this there is no doubt, and I am sure your holiness agree with this statement as well.

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
10/31/20, 10:05 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja, please forgive me if I sound venting out but i promise that I believe in the following :

"A lesson learnt without a change in behavior is a lesson not learnt.."

I do not have a sastra pramana for the above statement but it is a good one for all of us to remember
10/31/20, 11:17 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Dear Sumitra Krishna Prabhu,

Yes I fully agree with Sagar Swami that we need to rein those who are transgressing etiquette and that we have failed in doing so.

Now we are able to understand that even if a little indirect hint is given in words against Madana Mohana Prabhu, there are some who gets very much disturbed. But when Madana Mohana Prabhu speaks in direct words accusing great personality that appear in Srimad Bhagavatam, Suniti, of vengeance against her husband as the main reason for instructing Dhruva, the same members do not have anything to say or rein Madana Mohana Prabhu, even when asked they take side of Madana Mohana Prabhu.

Thus, I sincerely feel that the dealings here are biased in terms of who should use what etiquette. When directly for that point Sagar Swami said that Madana Mohana Prabhu is senior to us all and thus he can use such language and can even break the set rules.

I do not know how can any constructive discussion happen when such biased dealings are used in terms of etiquette. Because whenever some very strong point is put forward from our side then immediately we are accused of transgressing etiquette,  and the attention is diverted there.

However,  if you see the book of Madana Mohana Prabhu, he has started from the main point that the authors of the book, Vaisnava-diksa according to Narada Pancaratra, have malintentions and pride. This is the theme which he has repeated in the book and at the end concluded also. The whole language of the book is such. All other topics appear there to prove this point. 

So I do not know how Madana Mohana Prabhu and Sagar Swami (who brought him here) can expect any different behavior from our side, although we have tried to restrain very much and Sridhara Srinivasa Prabhu is much better than me on that. 

But when we saw that Suniti is being blasphemed and that is going uncontested, then it becomes really a limit. And to my surprise there are some who did contested this later, especially Murari Das and Vamsidhari Das, supported then by Savyasachi Das. But Sagar Swami did not like it; sorry. Thus, I had to really ask him what is going on. 

That said, I have said whatever I had to say from my side on the matter of etiquette. Thankyou very much for allowing this platform for me to transfer this message.
10/31/20, 11:17 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Thankyou,
your servant,
10/31/20, 11:17 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: Damodara Das
10/31/20, 11:19 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: I would try to neutrally present things whenever I get time and if needed. Rest, I will be observing this forum.
10/31/20, 12:05 - +7 925 908-01-08: It’s good that in principle there are no objections to maintaining the principles of Etiquette, which hopefully even from this point onwards will try to follow. I’m also apologizing for using heavy and cutting approach, which is naturally painful for the mind, hoping that devotees feel that I don’t have any malice in doing so and it’s really meant for good purposes of establishing respectful relationships.
10/31/20, 12:06 - +7 925 908-01-08: ...everyone...
10/31/20, 12:17 - Srigiridhari Pr: Maharaja, pranams. Jaya Srila Prabhupada.
I have never defined GBC as “oppressive rulers” and ourselves as “pandits.” Never was a talk "we should educate them". I wonder why should you write like this.

All the while, a "request" is being made by ISKCON India leaders to GBC to rescind the resolution and allow a healthy discussion with scholars of both parties. Unfortunately, your holiness calls that as "politics" and "against the basic etiquette."

Should we call ISKCON India Bureau resolution as "politics"?
10/31/20, 12:23 - Srigiridhari Pr: Humble obeisances Maharaja. It seems now that your point was a cutting approach and not actually intended to undermine the authority of the ISKCON India Bureau. Thank you Maharaja for this text.
Yes, we all wish to have healthy discussions with the proper etiquette. I sign off here with multiple obeisances to your holiness. Hare Krsna.
10/31/20, 12:26 - +7 925 908-01-08: @919790982655 Prabhu. My dandavats. I’m not at all against IB resolution, as it’s been accepted by the GBC already. I only objected against the self righteous attitude, which is not healthy for the discussion.
10/31/20, 12:33 - +7 925 908-01-08: And I have to admit that it’s a real surprise for me how the junior devotees can think that they have better understand of the subject than the stalwarts who supported it?
10/31/20, 12:34 - +7 925 908-01-08: https://iskconnews.org/senior-gbc-gurus-support-vaishnavi-diksa-gurus-in-new-video,7394/
10/31/20, 12:35 - +7 925 908-01-08: For me it’s a clear Kali-yuga (quarrel personified) in action
10/31/20, 12:38 - Srigiridhari Pr: Fine Maharaja. Thank you for the clarification.
Your original text created some confusion and that's what I was trying to clarify -- "As far as requesting GBC to put the resolution on hold - I think that it creates politics around the issue and is setting very bad precedent of juniors advising seniors, which is against the basic etiquette."
It is often difficult to know the intention of the speaker from Whatsapp chat. Thank you again.

Let the core discussion continue.
10/31/20, 12:39 - Srigiridhari Pr: Maharaja, there are many stalwarts who are opposed to it -- even within GBC.
10/31/20, 12:42 - +7 925 908-01-08: Again, the basic etiquette is NOT to take sides if seniors have different views.
10/31/20, 12:44 - +7 925 908-01-08: And the resolution provided freedom of choice for both sides.
10/31/20, 12:45 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/31/20, 12:50 - Srigiridhari Pr: This message was deleted
10/31/20, 12:50 - Srigiridhari Pr: I sign off. Let the core discussion continue.
10/31/20, 13:04 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/31/20, 13:10 - +7 925 908-01-08: Just wanted to make the last clarification: there is no problems with Indian Bureau making any request to the GBC Body, that’s their sacred right. But using all the means to screw out the desired result out of the GBC - that’s definitely politics, quarrel personified
10/31/20, 18:02 - Krishnakirti Pr: Jaya Maharaja, please accept my humble obeisances. All glories to Srila Prabhupada.

Happy to have you here, Maharaja!

I fondly remember getting your association in 2016 and listening to your classes in New York at the Schermerhorn temple. Especially at the time of Govardhana Puja, which I am reminded of because the festival is once again upon us. And of course, we have briefly encountered each other since then at Mayapura.

As to the pro-VDG and anti-VDG labels, while they have come into common usage, I think they are misleading. Those on the so-called anti-VDG side are not absolutely opposed to it. They (certainly, I do) admit that historically there have been exceptions and that the shastras themselves admit exceptions and that such exceptions going forward will not necessarily be out of bounds in ISKCON. So the question is if no one is absolutely opposed to VDG, then what labels would be more useful than the pro/anti VDG labels?

IMHO, the two different positions on VDG arise from two different kinds of attitudes among ISKCON members towards varnasrama-dharma (VAD). Consequently, the different sides are not really pro- or anti-VDG (though it may seem that way) but pro- or anti-VAD. And the logic behind that division can be reduced to this simple question: "Are current ISKCON women above VAD or not?" -- two opposing opinions on this question are splitting us into two groups.

And to support their respective positions, each side knowingly or unknowingly selects a set of hermeneutical principles to support their own causes. Thus the real conflict is on hermeneutics, but the division still arose over differences on Varnasrama-dharma, the status of women within ISKCON, and the visceral (and sometimes open) challenge to many of SP's statements affirming VAD.


Although many think that VAD for the most part is about cow protection and farms--or, more generally, a social and economic system that is sanctioned by sastra and tradition--on the contrary, VAD is much more than that.

In this regard, consider this statement from Srila Prabhupada:

"So these regulative principles are there. So what is, what is the big plan behind these regulative principles? The big plan is: here is the attraction, puṁsaḥ striyā mithunī-bhāvam etaṁ to cut down this attraction between male and female. This is the big plan. Otherwise there is no need of the varṇāśrama." (Lecture, Srimad-Bhagavatam 5.5.8, Vrindavan Oct 30, 1976)

Several points about this statement should be noted:

- "Cutting down this attraction between male and female" is essential to the nature of VAD.
- The context of the lecture is on SB 5.5.8, by which the Lord declares that the fundamental principle of material existence is attraction between male and female.
- The timing of the lecture is Oct 30, 1976. It has been estimated that most of SP's instructions on VAD were given between 1975 and 1977. SP gave more emphasis to VAD than he had in the beginning of the movement.

If VAD is a social arrangement whose esential purpose is to reduce (cut down) male-female attraction, then its fundamental applicability moves well beyond the farm into pretty much every area of human society.

This is, of course, just one statement of SP's on the matter. But it is also supported in the scriptures. In Manu-smriti (9.6), Lord Manu declares that the highest principle of varna-dharma is the protection of women:

imaṁ hi sarvavarṇānāṁ paśyanto dharmamuttamam
yatante rakṣituṁ bhāryā bhartāro durbalā api

"Considering that [protection of women] the highest duty of all castes, even weak husbands must strive to guard their wives." (MS 9.6)

So, Manu-smriti, considered one of the foremost dharma-sastras, says that for all varnas the protection of women is the highest duty.

Therefore, considering the difficulty a growing ISKCON had in following the principle of no illicit sex, which is an inability to "cut down this attraction between male and female", Srila Prabhupada prescribed varnasrama to counteract it.

"The varṇāśrama-dharma should be established to become a Vaiṣṇava. It is not so easy to become Vaiṣṇava. . . . If Vaiṣṇava, to become Vaiṣṇava is so easy, why so many fall down? It is not easy." (Room Conv. Feb. 14, 1977)

This shows that SP's fundamental concern with VAD was to protect his disciples from falling down into material life, for which the fundamental principle is male-female attraction.

So, given SP's unequivocal statements on the evil of male-female attraction, why isn't everyone in ISKCON pro-VAD? The reason is that both our scriptures and Srila Prabhupada ascribe to women not only an inability to protect themselves but a defective nature from which they need to be protected. Men are superior, and women are inferior and therefore need men's protection.

At heart this is rejected by many ISKCON members. But to deal with this on the one hand and wanting to remain faithful to SP, they select ad hoc hermeneutical principles that could rescue them from having to comply yet spare them from having to become an apostate.

Preceding Manu 9.6, the texts explain that women are not fit to have independence, have  and, if not protected, will bring shame on two families. Those are the reasons women are to be protected.

puruṣasya striyāś caiva dharma vartmani tiṣṭhatoḥ
saṁyoge viprayoge ca dharmān vakṣyāmi śaśvatān (9.1)

asvatantrāḥ striyaḥ kāryāḥ puruṣaiḥ svairdivāniśām
viṣyeṣu ca sajjantyaḥ saṁsthāpyā ātmano vase (9.2)

pita rakṣati kaumāre bhartā rakṣati yauvane
rakṣanti sthavire putrā na strī svātantryam arhati (9.3)

kale ‘dātā pita vācyo vācyaścānupayanpatiḥ
mṛte bhartari putrastu vācyo māturarakṣati (9.4)

sūkṣmebhyo ‘pi pṛsaṅgebhyaḥ striyo rakṣyā viśeṣataḥ
dvayor hi kulayoḥ śokam āvaheyur arakṣatāḥ (9.5)

imaṁ hi sarvavarṇānāṁ paśyanto dharmamuttamam
yatante rakṣituṁ bhāryā bhartāro durbalā api (9.6)

"I will now propound the eternal laws for a husband and his wife who keep to the path of duty, whether they be united or separated (MS 9.1). Day and night women must be kept in dependence by the males of their families, and if they attach themselves to sensual enjoyments, they must be kept under one’s control (2). Her father protects her in childhood, her husband protects her in youth, and her sons protect her in old age; a woman is never fit for independence (3). Reprehensible is the father who gives not his daughter in marriage at the proper time; reprehensible is the husband who approaches not his wife in due season, and reprehensible is the son who does not protect his mother after her husband has died (4). Women must be particularly guarded against evil inclinations, however trifling they may appear; for, if they are not guarded, they will bring sorrow on two families (5). Considering that the highest duty of all castes, even weak husbands must strive to guard their wives (6)." (Trans. G. Buhler)

And throughout SP's works, reference to the above section in Manu-smriti is unmistakable:

TLK 5: "According to the Manu-saṁhitā, a woman should never be given freedom. When she is not under the protection of her husband, she must be under the protection of her sons. Women cannot properly utilize freedom, and it is better for them to remain dependent. A woman cannot be happy if she is independent. That is a fact. In Western countries we have seen many women very unhappy simply for the sake of independence. That independence is not recommended by the Vedic civilization or by the varṇāśrama-dharma."

	
BG 1.40: "As children are very prone to be misled, women are similarly very prone to degradation. Therefore, both children and women require protection by the elder members of the family. By being engaged in various religious practices, women will not be misled into adultery."

BG 16.8: "Now, in the Manu-saṁhitā it is clearly stated that a woman should not be given freedom. That does not mean that women are to be kept as slaves, but they are like children. Children are not given freedom, but that does not mean that they are kept as slaves. The demons have now neglected such injunctions, and they think that women should be given as much freedom as men. However, this has not improved the social condition of the world. Actually, a woman should be given protection at every stage of life. She should be given protection by the father in her younger days, by the husband in her youth, and by the grownup sons in her old age. This is proper social behavior according to the Manu-saṁhitā. But modern education has artificially devised a puffed-up concept of womanly life, and therefore marriage is practically now an imagination in human society."

SB 3.22.25: "According to Manu-saṁhitā, a woman is never independent. She must remain the property of the father while she is not married, and she must remain the property of the husband until she is elderly and has grown-up children of her own. In old age, when the husband has taken sannyāsa and left home, she remains the property of the sons. A woman is always dependent, either upon the father, husband or elderly sons."

SB 3.33.19: "According to Manu, women, the fair sex, should not have independence at any stage of life. In childhood a woman must be under the protection of the parents, in youth she must be under the protection of the husband, and in old age she must be under the protection of the grown children. Devahūti demonstrated all these statements of the Manu-saṁhitā in her life: as a child she was dependent on her father, later she was dependent on her husband, in spite of her opulence, and she was later on dependent on her son, Kapiladeva."

SB 4.18.3: "In the Manu-smṛti it is stated that a woman should not be given independence, but should be given protection by her father, husband and elderly sons. In all circumstances a woman should remain dependent upon some guardian. Presently women are given full independence like men, but actually we can see that such independent women are no happier than those women who are placed under guardians. If people follow the injunctions given by the great sages, śrutis and smṛtis, they can actually be happy in both this life and the next. Unfortunately rascals are manufacturing so many ways and means to be happy. Everyone is inventing so many methods. Consequently human society has lost the standard ways of life, both materially and spiritually, and as a result people are bewildered, and there is no peace or happiness in the world. Although they are trying to solve the problems of human society in the United Nations, they are still baffled. Because they do not follow the liberated instructions of the Vedas, they are unhappy."

SB 4.25.41: "Manu-saṁhitā recommends that to keep a wife satisfied a husband should give her some ornaments because women are generally fond of home, ornaments, dresses, children, etc. In this way the woman is the center of all material enjoyment.
SB 5.2.21: Bhagavad-gītā (1.40) also declares, strīṣu duṣṭāsu vārṣṇeya jāyate varṇa-saṅkaraḥ: when women are polluted, varṇa-saṅkara, unqualified children, are generated, and when the varṇa-saṅkara population increases, the entire world becomes hellish. Therefore, according to Manu-saṁhitā, a woman needs a great deal of protection in order to remain pure and chaste so that her children can be fully engaged for the benefit of human society."

SB 6.18.42: "A woman's nature has been particularly well studied by Kaśyapa Muni. Women are self-interested by nature, and therefore they should be protected by all means so that their natural inclination to be too self-interested will not be manifested. Women need to be protected by men. A woman should be cared for by her father in her childhood, by her husband in her youth and by her grown sons in her old age. This is the injunction of Manu, who says that a woman should not be given independence at any stage. Women must be cared for so that they will not be free to manifest their natural tendency for gross selfishness. There have been many cases, even in the present day, in which women have killed their husbands to take advantage of their insurance policies. This is not a criticism of women but a practical study of their nature. *Such natural instincts of a woman or a man are manifested only in the bodily conception of life. When either a man or a woman is advanced in spiritual consciousness, the bodily conception of life practically vanishes. We should see all women as spiritual units (ahaṁ brahmāsmi), whose only duty is to satisfy Kṛṣṇa. Then the influences of the different modes of material nature, which result from one's possessing a material body, will not act.*"

In many of these statements SP not only quotes or refers to the above-mentioned section of Manu, but SP uses Manu as a basis for criticizing modern society.

I highlighted the last part of the last reference (SB 6.18.42), because here is an instance of of a class of statements by SP which many take as freeing women from the injunctions meant for "ordinary women", or women in the "bodily conception of life."

Since these rules are only for women in bodily consciousness, and Krishna-conscious women are not in such bodily consciousness, many ISKCON members therefore consider such rules to be irrelevant to women in ISKCON. Perhaps some of these injunctions are accepted on utilitarian grounds, or when circumstantially convenient (for women). But otherwise, the injunctions prohibiting independence of women are considered inapplicable within ISKCON.

A similar, oft-quoted statement of SP's Caitanya-caritamrita is put forward in support of this:

CC Adi 7.31-32: "Not knowing that boys and girls in countries like Europe and America mix very freely, these fools and rascals criticise the boys and girls in Krishna consciousness for intermingling. But these rascals should consider that one cannot suddenly change a community’s social customs. However, since both boys and girls are being trained to become preachers, these girls are not ordinary girls, but are as good as their brothers who are preaching Krishna consciousness. Therefore, to engage both boys and girls in fully transcendental activities is a policy intended to spread the Krishna consciousness movement."

So, this statement and others like it are taken to justify an exception to SP's otherwise many statements about the defective nature of women. These statements apply to women in bodily consciousness, and persons in Krishna consciousness are not in bodily consciousness. Women in ISKCON are Krishna conscious. Therefore, these injunctions from Manu and other sastras (including Bhagavatam) do not apply to women in ISKCON.

This conclusion and its supporting chain of reasoning is the basis of ISKCON's anti-VAD group. Rewarding careers and even important ISKCON institutions have been built on it.

Mata Ji Radha Devi Dasi, the current minister of the Women's Ministry, said in a 1997 presentation at the First Annual Women's Ministry Conference,

"The second point is one I previously discussed in section two of this paper, that Shrila Prabhupada has created an analytical exception to the statements that women are less intelligent or untrustworthy.18 Women engaged in transcendental activities, that is women who are devotees, are, according to Shrila Prabhupada, just as intelligent as men engaged in devotional activities." https://tinyurl.com/y59cl3e8

This "analytical exception" was influential in changing the views of ISKCON's top leaders. In 2000, the ISKCON GBC created resolutions mandating women's social and occupational equality with men. As per sociologist E. Burke Rochford, Jr. in his book Hare Krishna Transformed (2007), this had the effect of making modern liberalism the basis of ISKCON's culture. (Bold emphasis mine.)

"Although inequalities continue to exist, as they also do in mainstream societies, ISKCON's organizational policy now fully endorses equal and full opportunities for men and women devotees alike. Such a cultural turn is significant because it signals the ways in which traditionalism no longer serves as the foundation of ISKCON's religious culture. *In embracing gender equality, ISKCON's leaders aligned the organization with a defining feature of modern liberal culture* (Chaves 1997:51)."

So, considering these observations (we are entitled to our own opinions, but not our own facts, right?), I am arguing that the two groups currently debating the VDG issue are divided on the spiritual status of women: are women in ISKCON generally advanced to the extent that the injunctions of Manu and other related injunctions are inapplicable?

One group says "yes they are so advanced", and the other group says, "no they aren't."

I won't get into the back in forth here on whether they are or not. But I just want to point out that this distinction between the outlooks of the two groups efficiently classifies who belongs in which group. There is little if any room for fence-sitters. You either believe ISKCON women are "analytical exceptions" to injunctions pertaining to the inferior nature of women, or you do not.

This has direct bearing on the VDG issue. If women are unfit for independence, then they should not be gurus. How can you be a guru if you are not independent?

And since we stopped assuming long ago that ISKCON's (male) gurus are completely above the modes of nature, we don't exempt them from ordinary dharma. Men need to at least show they are brahmanas to be guru. Why, then, do we insist on an exemption for women, who are supposed to be "as good as their brothers"? What if as a woman you are only 99% exceptional, are you still exempt from Manu?

These are important questions the pro-VDG group has yet to engage with.

So, I have therefore suggested that alternative labels be used that track closer with the fundamental views of both groups. I suggested pro-VAD and anti-VAD. But it could be something else. Perhaps "traditionalist" and "reform", or "orthodox" and "reform". The purpose of the change in label is to keep the different groups' fundamental ideas in view in ongoing discussions.

Your servant, Krishna-kirti Das

p.s. I have attached this message in a text file in the following message.
10/31/20, 18:03 - Krishnakirti Pr: <Media omitted>
10/31/20, 18:09 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: 🙏🏻
10/31/20, 18:20 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This message was deleted
10/31/20, 18:24 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Dear Krishna Kirti Prabhu thank you for your message regarding varnashram.

You had mentioned 
Orthodox and reform 
Traditionalists and reform. 

We have to see what actually Srila Prabhupad wanted because as an acharya he has brought many reforms in line with time, place and circumstances.

Most think varnashram means cow protection or farming, it is more than this. Correct me if I am wrong.

And many are still confused between normal varnashram, asuric varnashram and daivi varnashram.

If these are properly sorted out many of Iskcon's present problems can be solved.
10/31/20, 18:24 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Now the question is how to understand the mood of our Acharya Srila Prabhupad.

Is that only Srila Prabhupad disciples can understand his mood and teachings or even the future generations can understand the teachings of His  Divine Grace.
10/31/20, 18:28 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I was reading today CC Adhi Lila 7 chapt text 31-32


tāhā dekhi' mahāprabhu karena cintana

jagat ḍubāite āmi kariluṅ yatana
keha keha eḍāila, pratijñā ha-ila bhaṅga
tā-sabā ḍubaite pātiba kichu raṅga

Translation

Seeing that the Māyāvādīs and others were fleeing, Lord Caitanya thought, "I wanted everyone to be immersed in this inundation of love of Godhead, but some of them have escaped. Therefore I shall devise a trick to drown them also."

Purport

Here is an important point. Lord Caitanya Mahāprabhu wanted to invent a way to capture the Māyāvādīs and others who did not take interest in the Kṛṣṇa consciousness movement. This is the symptom of an ācārya.

 An ācārya who comes for the service of the Lord cannot be expected to conform to a stereotype, for he must find the ways and means by which Kṛṣṇa consciousness may be spread. Sometimes jealous persons criticize the Kṛṣṇa consciousness movement because it engages equally both boys and girls in distributing love of Godhead. Not knowing that boys and girls in countries like Europe and America mix very freely, these fools and rascals criticize the boys and girls in Kṛṣṇa consciousness for intermingling. But these rascals should consider that one cannot suddenly change a community's social customs.

 However, since both the boys and the girls are being trained to become preachers, those girls are not ordinary girls but are as good as their brothers who are preaching Kṛṣṇa consciousness. Therefore, to engage both boys and girls in fully transcendental activities is a policy intended to spread the Kṛṣṇa consciousness movement. These jealous fools who criticize the intermingling of boys and girls will simply have to be satisfied with their own foolishness because they cannot think of how to spread Kṛṣṇa consciousness by adopting ways and means that are favorable for this purpose.

 Their stereotyped methods will never help spread Kṛṣṇa consciousness. Therefore, what we are doing is perfect by the grace of Lord Caitanya Mahāprabhu, for it is He who proposed to invent a way to capture those who strayed from Kṛṣṇa consciousness.
10/31/20, 18:39 - +91 93271 16065: Hari  bol....! to all. Great statement quoted by sumitra krisna pr...
And here are the extraordinary activities of extraordinary girls...
https://ghqredux.wordpress.com/2017/10/29/ghq-redux-2017/
10/31/20, 18:51 - sridhara srinivasa das: [SKP - "Adi 7.31-32]: Also check out Adi 7.37... wherein Srila Prabhupda says:


An ācārya should devise a means by which people may somehow or other come to Kṛṣṇa consciousness. *First they should become Kṛṣṇa conscious, and all the prescribed rules and regulations may later gradually be introduced*. In our Kṛṣṇa consciousness movement we follow this policy of Lord Śrī Caitanya Mahāprabhu. For example, since boys and girls in the Western countries freely intermingle, special concessions regarding their customs and habits are necessary to bring them to Kṛṣṇa consciousness. The ācārya must devise a means to bring them to devotional service. Therefore, although I am a sannyāsī I sometimes take part in getting boys and girls married, although in the history of sannyāsa no sannyāsī has personally taken part in marrying his disciples. [CC Ādi, 7.37 purport]
10/31/20, 18:52 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: This (CC Adhi 7.31-32 )has also been quoted in HG Krishna Kirti prabhu's long message .
10/31/20, 18:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: So it is not that Srila Prabhupada wanted his disciples to remain at the same level as they were in the beginning..

Check out the following purport:


*In our Kṛṣṇa consciousness society*, some of the *members are very anxious to introduce worship of the śālagrāma-śilā*, but we have purposely refrained from introducing it because most of the members of the Kṛṣṇa consciousness movement do not originally come from families of the brāhmaṇa caste. *After some time, when we find* that *they are actually situated strictly in the line of brahminical behavior, śālagrāma-śilā worship will be introduced*.
[CC Ādi 13.86 purport]
10/31/20, 19:02 - sridhara srinivasa das: [SKP Prabhu "KK Pr long text citing CC Adi 7.31-32]:

KK Pr is saying that using 7.31-32 verses pro-fdg's try to leverage the difference between ordinary women and ISKCON women, whereas anti-fdg point out that those are exceptions when compared to the other zillion statements that Srila Prabhupada cited on stri dharma.. 

It is a long text, but please read it very patiently, KK Prabhu has written this with excellent summarization of a sensitive topic>

Let us wait to hear from CSKM Maharaja on this text. It can take some time so we need to be patient...

Your humble servant
10/31/20, 19:06 - Savyasachi Pr Slm: https://youtu.be/3Jj4-8or_tA
Sivarama Swami GBC, retired recently, against VDGs
10/31/20, 19:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja.. your holiness mentioned...
//Again, the basic etiquette is NOT to take sides if seniors have different views.//

In this case which one do your holiness accept? It seems to me from your earlier message that you accept https://iskconnews.org/senior-gbc-gurus-support-vaishnavi-diksa-gurus-in-new-video,7394/ 

So i humbly beg your holiness to explain this what appears to be conflicting statements of your holiness.
10/31/20, 20:18 - Krishnakirti Pr: My obeisances to you, Sumithra Krishna Ji. AGTSP.

You wrote:

"You had mentioned Orthodox and reform Traditionalists and reform. We have to see what actually Srila Prabhupad wanted because as an acharya he has brought many reforms in line with time, place and circumstances."

My point in suggesting these alternative labels is that if we are going to use the labels pro-VDG and anti-VDG, then why not use labels that more correctly describe the positions held by the different factions? So, I proposed some alternative. That's all.

As far as what SP wanted, he wanted VAD. In Isopanisad (Introduction), he says,

"You may call the Vedas Hindu, but “Hindu” is a foreign name. We are not Hindus. Our real identification is varṇāśrama. Varṇāśrama denotes the followers of the Vedas, those who accept the human society in eight divisions of varṇa and āśrama."

So, that's the label that he used for us. Not Hindu, but varnasrama. But the fact is that some of us don't accept this label. Hence, I recommended pro-VAD and anti-VAD. At least pro-VAD has the virtue of being in line with SP's own terminology.

"'[Most think varnashram means cow protection or farming, it is more than this.' Correct me if I am wrong."

That is the idea I wanted to convey.

"And many are still confused between normal varnashram, asuric varnashram and daivi varnashram. If these are properly sorted out many of Iskcon's present problems can be solved."

The confusion is there because our authorized system of pramanas is not well understood. Hence, our initiatial discussion between SS and MM on pramana (first point) is necessary before any of the other points can be properly understood. Hence, I am not in favor of discussing any subjects other than pramana. If we can agree on pramana, then we can reasonably expect to settle other outstanding issues.

Your servant, Krishna-kirti Das
10/31/20, 20:22 - Krishnakirti Pr: Obviously, many of us don't read SP's statement the same way. Again, this comes back to the subject of pramana. If we finally agree on the what pramanas are suitable for understanding this and how those pramanas are applied, then we can come to some agreement.  Not before.
10/31/20, 20:29 - +7 925 908-01-08: I accept the position of the GBC as authorized representatives of Srila Prabhupada.
11/1/20, 02:02 - +1 (516) 428-0191: xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

[CSKSW406] SUMMARY:  I would like to present, in pieces, my understanding of the VDG issue, but I do not want to argue each piece as it comes out.  Many questions that arise as each piece is delivered, will be answered by the subsequent pieces.  For this reason, I would be repeating myself and making the presentation more convoluted.  I think a short installment presentation would be easier to grasp than a long monograph.  This is especially true in this WhatsApp format.  But I suspect that it will not be reasonable to ask everyone to wait as I complete the collection before their questions and rebuttals.  If the others of this WhatsApp Forum will agree, I could present the pieces as I attempt to formulate them, in installments, provided I will not have to defend each piece as it hits the Forum.  If this is not acceptable, then I will deliver the entire presentation as a longer monograph in about two weeks or so.

I would like to take this opportunity because this is golden chance for me to hone down my thinking amid others who share a decidedly different opinion from mine and who are not at all hesitant to point out any shortcomings.  Seriously, this a good thing from my perspective.  The fact that these installments come in short segments is an attempt by me to overcome the “looming” effect that long form text presentations have on most people when they see several pages of documentation.  Certainly, I am not against long form presentations.  I generally tend to write this way.

It should be acknowledged that I only speak for myself and this presentation may or may not be the same as others who are pro-VDG.

Having just read Krishna Kirti’s post, I have been thinking many of the same points that he has just raised.  Our difficulty is that there are many unresolved issues besides this VDG issue, and they directly relate to this issue.  The issue of Vaishnava Hermeneutics, the issue of Varnashrama Dharma, the Diksha Guru issue to name a few.  It is as if we have been given not only one knot to untie but several interconnected knots.

That will be all for today from me because I will start a new Bhakti Shastri presentation tomorrow and can devote no more time today.  Let me know if it is agreeable or not to present in short form installments sans individual defenses.
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
11/1/20, 03:57 - Krishnakirti Pr: Jaya Maharaja!

If ever there was a forum where longform texts were suitable, this is it. That is because the subject matter is subtle, and the truth of the subjects inobvious to most. 

For example, my post about classifying the two factions as pro-VAD and anti-VAD as more useful is simple to express but not obvious. Thus it requires a lot of support and explanation.

So, whatever you post will be welcome. In formal logic sufficiency is considered a fundanental criterion. So, you may want to let us know when your argument is still under development or not yet complete.
11/1/20, 04:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: @15164280191 CSKSM Maharaja and @919910454437 KK Prabhu... In case of long text posts, i request a summary to be posted as well stating position on the sub-topics or please consider giving sub-headings. It is aids  to respond and ask questions and wider participation.
Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
11/1/20, 05:10 - sridhara srinivasa das: [CSKSW406] SUMMARY:
Maharaja i agree with your format that the presentation be complete and then we can open it for challenges. That way we have a holistic view on the topic.

Maharaja, having said that i would only humbly point out that without having a discussion and untie several layers of such knots of various types of related issues, a resolution on one of the sub-topic has already been made/passed. If i may humbly ask your personal opinion as to whether that has to be kept in abeyance pending completion of such valuable discussions that we are having here? Now, this seems to be a logical and reasonable question albeit coming from a rookie like me, but if being a junior is the only reason that one is not allowed to petition this suggestion, then we are so far away from Ramarajya in which Lord Rama heard even the opinion of a mere street dog.

This was what some of the devotees like Damodara Prabhu, Sri Giridhari Prabhu, Krishna Kirti Prabhu, Basu Ghosh Prabhu, and many others from India group have been petitioning the GBC to keep the resolution in abeyance and facilitate such discussions at an official forum.

One last question if i may humbly ask CSKM Maharaja before proceeding with the discussion is whether CSKM proposed such organized debates to the GBC prior to resolving in the past and what was the response from the GBC?

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
11/1/20, 06:58 - Tarini Mataji Sumitra Prabhuji Wife..: Respected devotees, pranam. Jai Srila Prabhupada.

There are extensive quotes on how women should be protected. I am interested in knowing more about the responsibility of leaders in protecting women not just physically but also emotionally; that she is protected from being in a position where her emotional balance could be affected.

I have heard a senior guru say that to be a guru in Kali Yuga is a thankless task. Should a woman be protected from having to do this difficult task? 

Thirdly, a diksha guru has to accept sins of the disciples. Can the frail body of a woman bear such a burden?

Physical protection for an ISKCON senior woman, as far as I see, is available everywhere from community of devotees as well as God family brothers/nephews/grhasthas etc.

In this context, I found the videos of HH Bhaktividyapurna Maharaj very nicely illuminating the emotional structure of a woman. There is an argument that vaishnavis are above varnashrama - mostly a physical occupational classification - but to radically change her emotional setup: can it really happen?

Are there authorised words of wisdom that explain different aspects of protecting women?
11/1/20, 21:57 - Krishnakirti Pr: My pranamas to you, Bhakti Rasayana Sagar Maharaja. AGTSP. My pranamas to others here as well.

Below is a recent message of yours to Sri Giridhari Prabhu. I have some concerns about this message. And I have similar concerns for other messages like this sent to some of us on this forum, and not just from you.

I explain my concerns after your message.

You wrote:

-----

[Bhakti Rasayana Sagar Maharaja - BRSM] My Pranams, Sri Giridhari Prabhu. Jaya Srila Prabhupada. 

[BRSM] I understand your concern. But I would humbly request you to be a bit more thoughtful of your choice of words, like “rulers’ dictation”, in relation to the GBC Body, as it implies that such senior-most members like HH Jayapataka Maharaja and HH Gopál Krishna Maharaja, who are supporting the VDG resolution, also fall into this category? And you are trying to place yourself into the “pandits” category above them?

[BRSM] I will not be arguing the obvious point that the GBC Body made mistakes in the past, and there is definitely a possibility of making mistakes in the present and future. We’re all humans, not gods. But the arrogant attitude of “pandits vs rulers” is not very impressive in terms of Vaishnava, Vedic, or even basic human culture.  It will hardly ever win anyone’s heart. And if you want to fight for the political domination in ISKCON by rallying your crowds - then why even bothering holding any dialogue? Go ahead and show your prowess, if you wish. But I’m not sure if Srila Prabhupada would ever appreciate it. In your example devotees  approached him, which he appreciated specifically because they were not trying to take the law in their hands. 

[BRSM] In regards to the request from the IB to the GBC to rescind the resolution, I can only say that this very discussion potentially could be the step forward to remedy the situation. But if you are trying to accuse me of “undermining the leadership of ISKCON India”, I don’t see much scope for reasonable discussion. 

[BRSM] Your servant, B.R. Sagar Swami

-----

[KKdas] My thoughts and response:

I think that Maharaja in going after people for their "word choice" is at best being over-sensitive. In this case it's uncalled for. Even though most people here speak good English, most here are not native speakers. So, they shouldn't be expected to have at their command a native speaker's command of all the negative connotations any English word could have.

Moreover, Maharaja's taking offense at Giridhari's term "pundits versus rulers" is similarly unwarranted. Maharaja says that it is "not very impressive in terms of Vaishnava, Vedic, or even basic human culture." On the contrary, it is a major theme in Vedic literature. Lord Parashurama annihilating the kshastriya order 21 times. Visvamitra's quarrel with Vasista Muni. The brahamans versus King Vena, Chanakya Pandit versus Maharaja Dhananand.

Also on the point of Vedic culture, brahmanas have the right and duty to chastise or find faults in their rulers. But generally ksatriyas cannot find faults in brahmanas. Ksatriyas must accept rebukes of brahmanas. That is because saastra (scripture) is above sastra (weapons), and the latter is meant to serve former not vice-versa.

Thus "Pundits versus rulers" is a major theme in Vedic literature, culture, and history.

As to Maharaja's belief that such a characterization is offensive, on the contrary, it is inoffensive and quite useful. In the world outside of ISKCON those in control of government are always going to people in academia or to think tanks to look for intellectual support for their agendas. Some of these think tanks, like the Pew Foundation, Center for Ethics and Public Policy, RAND corporation, Hoover Institute, Brookings Institute, etc., are well known for their intellectual rigor.

The GBC's creation of the SAC is just another data point supporting the same kind of trend. Informally, GBC members and other leaders also go to those who have established themselves as expert in some subject when they need their expertise. Like with heads of government and experts outside of ISKCON, it means ISKCON is growing like any other society in the world is--at least in this respect.

If ISKCON exhibits the relationship between experts and rulers, which is universal (at least outside of ISKCON), then the pronouncements of leaders are subject to scrutiny and critical review. In the video of the three Indian GBCs who spoke in favor of the FDG resolution, there are some highly questionable, unsupported claims made by them. What is good about the video is they have made the claims at all. That means they can be debated. Rarely are we afforded such an opportunity. It's not that because they are so senior we have to accept what they say without question. That is unreasonable.

Therefore it is NOT offensive to openly question their stand and reasoning on some matters. It should be done with appropriate respect. But to generally make raising questions about their stand beyond polite discourse is most unreasonable.

These are all reasonable propositions. To attack our character instead has been used to avoid discussion on these substantive philosophical points. 

However, I fully agree with this statement of Maharaja's, but not necessarily for the same reasons Maharaja might have in mind.

[BRSM] "And if you want to fight for the political domination in ISKCON by rallying your crowds - then why even bothering holding any dialogue?"

Some facts to consider, with their implications:

1) The GBC passed their VDG resolutions with a 55% majority (16 in favor, 9 against and 4 absentions). That's a very slender majority on which to be declaring something the Absolute Truth.

2) It takes a 75% majority vote of the GBC to approve a sannyasi. So, why did the VDG vote, which is much more consequential than approving an individual sannyasi, get to pass with a simple majority? This was a reckless decision on part of the GBC, which is partly why this has become a major controversy.

3) The ISKCON India Bureau had made two separate, formal requests to the GBC to include them in discussions on the VDG issue. One in 2010 and another in the first part of 2019. The GBC never responded to either.

4) Individual GBC members have not always been given sufficient information on the matter. As per Basu Ghosh Prabhu, during the GBC-India Bureau dialogs in February this year, one of the GBC members noted that only in the middle of the meeting on the topic of VDG did the member become aware of the Bureau's earlier request to discuss the matter first before proceeding with a vote. The GBC member said that that the Bureau's request should be honored but that the request was ignored.

So, if we keep getting frequent reminders about Vaisnava etiquette, or to mind our manners, etc.--even if such requests are not specifically directed toward a specific person--then there is no point in discussing, and we will leave.

Yours in the service of Srila Prabhupada,

Krishna-kirti Das
11/1/20, 23:09 - +7 925 908-01-08: My pranams, Krishna-kirti Prabhu and other respected Vaishnavas. 
All glories to Srila Prabhupada! 

It doesn’t give me any pleasure to challenge anyone in this way, but if I see wrong attitude towards respectable senior devotees, I feel it’s my duty to speak up for everyone’s benefit. If my perception was wrong and I disturbed some respectful Vaishnavas here - please accept my sincere apologies. I don’t want anyone to feel unwelcomed in this chat. 

Your servant, B.R. Sagar Swami
11/2/20, 00:32 - +7 925 908-01-08: An example of Savitri who protected Satyavan from Yamaraja by her chastity is an interesting one, showing that women can protect even men. 
And in ISKCON all the Gurus are under the shelter of the senior devotees Sanga, so they are not really independent.
11/2/20, 06:58 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja... So do we have examples of Kali-yuga women protecting men through chastity.. I am not insinuating that there are no chaste women in Kali-yuga.

On one side the special guest pandit to whose statements your holiness had admitted subscribing  to had disagreed on a vital purport of SB 4.12.32 statement about Suniti, being a woman could not become a diksa-guru as a specific rule for the bygone ages not apllicable to ISKCON women. Your holiness had attested to this statement, then how can your holiness bring the point of a similar bygone age person as in Savitri to establish a point that woman can offer protection to man?

Is this not an arda-kukti-nyaya?

I humbly submit this question at your lotus feet for my own clarification and purification.

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
11/2/20, 08:24 - +7 925 908-01-08: @917373089272 Prabhu, there are numerous examples of wonderful ISKCON Vaisnavis saving men all the time by their chastity. There is not much difference between acting as siksa or diksa gurus, besides official recognition. 

And the objection against  example of Savitri being ancient is not applicable here, since we are discussing qualities and not a formal eligibility.
11/2/20, 15:20 - +91 93271 16065: What a fatuous example. Took the example of the most chaste Savitri and applied to today’s ladies who just hate the very concept of chastity. That’s heights of I don’t know what word to use for. L.O.L. Anyways, this is kali-yuga as Sagar Swami said. So no surprises. Rather I just enjoy laughing on such claims.

May be you can call Savitri and see if she is ready to become diksa-guru... May be she will be fearful that her chastity will be finished. 

That is the reality. A chaste lady will never opt to become diksa-guru; if she does, her chastity is finished. Savitri never became diksa-guru,  or even head of her family. Her husband remained her guru, and that was her strength. Better our ladies follow the example of Savitri and learn that they should never even think of becoming diksa guru

Now, you may just jump and say “But Jahnava Devi became diksa guru. Was she unchaste?” To this, answer is – have some common sense; Jahnava is exception and no one can imitate her action. She was liberated soul, nay, she was the consort of Supreme Personality of Godhead. 

It is L.O.L. that in trying to appease some unchaste ladies, devotees are crossing the limits and bringing great ladies like Savitri on to their own obnoxious fallen platform.
11/2/20, 16:10 - Srigiridhari Pr: Strong and truthful words Prabhu.
11/2/20, 20:21 - +7 925 908-01-08: So does it mean that Hemalata Thakurani and Ganga Mata Goswamini, who were not consorts of the Supreme Personality of Godhead were unchaste? Or do you mean to say that Srila Prabhupada could not produce even one qualified Vaisnavi?
11/2/20, 21:18 - sridhara srinivasa das: Half-Hen Logic:
====----====-===-=-=-=-=-

Post/Article 1/3: using letters out of context:
+++++++++++++
+7 925 908-01-08 is the number that HH Bhakti Rasayana Sagar Swami Maharaja (herein BRSS or Maharaja) uses.


// Whatspp conversation trail…… begin
~~~~~~~~~~~~~

10/28/20, 12:44 - +91 94371 79400: Direct statements are accordingly time, place and circumstances and also some time may not be applicable in general.
Due to this although that may be spoken but cannot be generalized for all.

10/28/20, 12:56 - sridhara srinivasa das: ".. I shall request you not to circulate all my letters that I address to you. Letters are sometimes personal and confidential, and if all letters are circulated, it may react reversely. I have already got some hints like that with letters I sent to you regarding Kirtanananda and Hayagriva. So in the future please do not circulate my letters to you. All my letters to you should be considered as confidential, and if you want at all to circulate, you just ask me before doing so."
Śrīla Prabhupāda’s letter to Brāhmaṇanda, 28 September, 1969

@79259080108 [BRSS Maharaja]
10/28/20, 12:57 - +7 925 908-01-08: This letter is very content specific, and it doesn’t apply to every situation

10/28/20, 12:58 - +91 94371 79400: Then how and why u are taking direct instructions of acharya for all. That is person to person accordingly time place and circumstances.

// Whatspp conversation trail…… End
~~~~~~~~~~~~~

So as per the above conversation HH BRS Maharaja agrees that, 28-Sep-1969 letter Brāhmananda Prabhu, of asking him to not distribute letters sent to him, as very context specific and does not apply to every situation. But, Maharaja himself had written later on as below:
// Whatspp conversation trail…… begin
~~~~~~~~~~~~~

[BRSS] 10/28/20, 23:32 - +7 925 908-01-08: @919381063234 Prabhu, my apologies for misquoting the name of Srila Prabhupada disciple, who chanted Gayatri for her husband. It was not Palika Devi, but Saradiya Devi. The exact quote from the letter is as follows:

“Even though you have had no gayatri mantra, still you are more than brahmana. I am enclosing herewith your sacred thread, duly chanted on by me. Gayatri mantra is as follows:

[TAKEN OUT]

Ask your wife to chant this mantra and you hear it and if possible hold a fire ceremony as you have seen during your marriage and get this sacred thread on your body. Saradia, or any twice-initiated devotee, may perform the ceremony.” (from SPL, April 4, Bombay, to Vaikunthanatha and Saradia)

// Whatspp conversation trail…… End
~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Is Maharaja not being selective in his choice of using letters of Srila Prabhupada that which suits his agenda? He rejects 28-sep-1969 letter in which Srila Prabhupada asked his letters to not be distributed but Maharaja himself conveniently quotes Srila Prabhupda’s 4-April-1971 letter to Vaikunthanatha and Saradia as evidence since it suits the purpose to establish pro-fdg stance based on egalitarian agenda. 

So as Maharaja admits that letters are contextual and don't apply to every situation, His holiness and the pro-FDG activists should no longer quote letters such as "I want that all my sons and daughters..."
11/2/20, 21:18 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post/Article 2/3: Suniti/Savitri debacle - Half-Hen Logic:
++++++++=====+++++++

// Whatspp conversation trail…… begin
~~~~~~~~~~~~~
10/28/20, 12:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: Being Woman means all his female disciples included or not maharaja?
10/28/20, 12:53 - +7 925 908-01-08: Yes
10/28/20, 12:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: If yes. then how can ISKCON women be excluded from following SB 4.12.32 purport
10/28/20, 12:55 - +7 925 908-01-08: If you don’t see the difference, you won’t understand

10/28/20, 12:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja please explain one more time... I am saying as per SB 4.12.32
“According to śāstric injunctions, there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32]
So why this is not a clear and direct instruction not applicable to ISKCON woman maharaja?
10/28/20, 12:59 - +7 925 908-01-08: “Could not” is equal to “should not”? And was Suniti initiated?
// Whatspp conversation trail…… End
~~~~~~~~~~~~~
// Whatspp conversation trail…… begin
~~~~~~~~~~~~~
[BRS] 11/2/20, 00:32 - +7 925 908-01-08: An example of Savitri who protected Satyavan from Yamaraja by her chastity is an interesting one, showing that women can protect even men.
And in ISKCON all the Gurus are under the shelter of the senior devotees Sanga, so they are not really independent.

[BRSS] 11/2/20, 08:24 - +7 925 908-01-08: @917373089272 Prabhu, there are numerous examples of wonderful ISKCON Vaisnavis saving men all the time by their chastity. There is not much difference between acting as siksa or diksa gurus, besides official recognition.

And the objection against example of Savitri being ancient is not applicable here, since we are discussing qualities and not a formal eligibility.
// Whatspp conversation trail…… End
~~~~~~~~~~~~~

In the same way in article 2 Maharaja has adopted a selective choice in rejecting Suniti argument, of SB 4.12.32 of being a woman could not become diksa-guru, for the reasons that it belongs to a bygone age, because it does not suit the pro-fdg agenda to make woman diksa-gurus. Wheareas Maharaja uses Savitri episode from bygone ages of protecting her husband from death through chastity as a valid evidence to show that ISKCON women are also chaste so they can also protect men. Maharaja also stretches a step further to circumvent *“the women cannot be independent”* argument by saying in ISKCON all gurus are under the shelter of sadhu-sanga and so they(male gurus) are also not independent. But in SB 3.24.40 purport, Srila Prabhupada states: “A woman is not supposed to take sannyāsa. So-called spiritual societies concocted in modern times give sannyāsa even to women, although there is no sanction in the Vedic literature for a woman’s accepting sannyāsa.” [SB 3.24.40 purport]

In the case of SB 4.12.32, it is stated, “*According to śāstric injunctions,* there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32] 

Both the purports gives emphasis to sastric injuctions as the deciding authority.
But Sagara Mahraja says that as *ISKCON Vaisnavis saving men all the time by their chastity they are already acting as siksa or diksa guru* and we just need to officially recognize them according to that part wherein the SB 4.12.32 purports the siksa-guru diksa-guru equivalence but Maharaja neglects the *“being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.”* part saying Sunithi was not initiated. Once again half-hen logic in play by employing speculation that Sunithi was not initiated.
11/2/20, 21:18 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post 3/3: Half-hen logic - End of response
+++++++++++++++++
Clearly, the pro-fdg camp representation has not supplied a logical, reasonable, and "sastra sammata" or explanation for the explanation that what Prabhupada wrote in the purport of SB 4.12.32 is "for a bygone age." All we have gotten so far from the “special guest/pandit” that Maharaja brought in was only a blasphemy of saintly women such as Suniti as vengeance mongers. In the absence of such a logical and reasonable explanation based on guru-sadhu-sastra the pro-FDG camp has only themselves to blame for being a speculator who wants to interpret what is plain and clear to suit an egalitarian agenda, rather than to foster a straightforward explanation of what Prabhupada clearly taught!

In his book Renunciation through Wisdom (RTW 4.2), Srila Prabhupada writes, “A well-known Bengali saying goes, "After reading the whole Rāmāyaṇa, you want to know whose father Sītā is?" This question is ludicrous, since Sītā is Lord Rāma's wife, and thus such a query will naturally invite quips and laughter. We find the same absurdity in Dr. Radhakrishnan's English commentary on the Gītā.” What would be the implication of interpreting what Prabhupada wrote to suit a philosophy - gender equality - that Prabhupada was opposed to? As Srila Prabhupada answered in RTW 4.2, “.This new discovery in the field of religious philosophy reminds us of the "paṇḍita" of the Rāmāyaṇa referred to above.” 

If an outsider of ISKCON (or even a ritvik follower of ISKCON) does this sort of interpretation would we tolerate? Or would we be not quick to denounce such an act as clearly intended to not educate the world as to what Prabhupada and Vedic literature teaches?
11/2/20, 21:21 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Dear Adwaita Acharya Prabhu ,I humbly request you to withdraw the the last para where you are mentioning  iskcon vaishnavis as unchaste .

Yes you can discuss ,but not target vaishnavis .This is very offensive .Srila Prabhupad and out Guru parampara will not be happy .

I can't allow this to happen in this group where we have agreed to respect devotees and each other .
11/2/20, 21:22 - sridhara srinivasa das: Half-Hen Logic:
====----====-===-=-=-=-=-

Post/Article 1/3: using letters out of context:
+++++++++++++
+7 925 908-01-08 is the number that HH Bhakti Rasayana Sagar Swami Maharaja (herein BRSS or Maharaja) uses.


// Whatspp conversation trail…… begin
~~~~~~~~~~~~~

10/28/20, 12:44 - +91 94371 79400: Direct statements are accordingly time, place and circumstances and also some time may not be applicable in general.
Due to this although that may be spoken but cannot be generalized for all.

10/28/20, 12:56 - sridhara srinivasa das: ".. I shall request you not to circulate all my letters that I address to you. Letters are sometimes personal and confidential, and if all letters are circulated, it may react reversely. I have already got some hints like that with letters I sent to you regarding Kirtanananda and Hayagriva. So in the future please do not circulate my letters to you. All my letters to you should be considered as confidential, and if you want at all to circulate, you just ask me before doing so."
Śrīla Prabhupāda’s letter to Brāhmaṇanda, 28 September, 1969

@79259080108 [BRSS Maharaja]
10/28/20, 12:57 - +7 925 908-01-08: This letter is very content specific, and it doesn’t apply to every situation

10/28/20, 12:58 - +91 94371 79400: Then how and why u are taking direct instructions of acharya for all. That is person to person accordingly time place and circumstances.

// Whatspp conversation trail…… End
~~~~~~~~~~~~~

So as per the above conversation HH BRS Maharaja agrees that, 28-Sep-1969 letter Brāhmananda Prabhu, of asking him to not distribute letters sent to him, as very context specific and does not apply to every situation. But, Maharaja himself had written later on as below:
// Whatspp conversation trail…… begin
~~~~~~~~~~~~~

[BRSS] 10/28/20, 23:32 - +7 925 908-01-08: @919381063234 Prabhu, my apologies for misquoting the name of Srila Prabhupada disciple, who chanted Gayatri for her husband. It was not Palika Devi, but Saradiya Devi. The exact quote from the letter is as follows:

“Even though you have had no gayatri mantra, still you are more than brahmana. I am enclosing herewith your sacred thread, duly chanted on by me. Gayatri mantra is as follows:

[TAKEN OUT]

Ask your wife to chant this mantra and you hear it and if possible hold a fire ceremony as you have seen during your marriage and get this sacred thread on your body. Saradia, or any twice-initiated devotee, may perform the ceremony.” (from SPL, April 4, Bombay, to Vaikunthanatha and Saradia)

// Whatspp conversation trail…… End
~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Is Maharaja not being selective in his choice of using letters of Srila Prabhupada that which suits his agenda? He rejects 28-sep-1969 letter in which Srila Prabhupada asked his letters to not be distributed but Maharaja himself conveniently quotes Srila Prabhupda’s 4-April-1971 letter to Vaikunthanatha and Saradia as evidence since it suits the purpose to establish pro-fdg stance based on egalitarian agenda. 

So as Maharaja admits that letters are contextual and don't apply to every situation, His holiness and the pro-FDG activists should no longer quote letters such as "I want that all my sons and daughters..." 

Post/Article 2/3: Suniti/Savitri debacle - Half-Hen Logic:
++++++++=====+++++++

// Whatspp conversation trail…… begin
~~~~~~~~~~~~~
10/28/20, 12:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: Being Woman means all his female disciples included or not maharaja?
10/28/20, 12:53 - +7 925 908-01-08: Yes
10/28/20, 12:54 - sridhara srinivasa das: If yes. then how can ISKCON women be excluded from following SB 4.12.32 purport
10/28/20, 12:55 - +7 925 908-01-08: If you don’t see the difference, you won’t understand

10/28/20, 12:57 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja please explain one more time... I am saying as per SB 4.12.32
“According to śāstric injunctions, there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32]
So why this is not a clear and direct instruction not applicable to ISKCON woman maharaja?
10/28/20, 12:59 - +7 925 908-01-08: “Could not” is equal to “should not”? And was Suniti initiated?
// Whatspp conversation trail…… End
~~~~~~~~~~~~~
// Whatspp conversation trail…… begin
~~~~~~~~~~~~~
[BRS] 11/2/20, 00:32 - +7 925 908-01-08: An example of Savitri who protected Satyavan from Yamaraja by her chastity is an interesting one, showing that women can protect even men.
And in ISKCON all the Gurus are under the shelter of the senior devotees Sanga, so they are not really independent.

[BRSS] 11/2/20, 08:24 - +7 925 908-01-08: @917373089272 Prabhu, there are numerous examples of wonderful ISKCON Vaisnavis saving men all the time by their chastity. There is not much difference between acting as siksa or diksa gurus, besides official recognition.

And the objection against example of Savitri being ancient is not applicable here, since we are discussing qualities and not a formal eligibility.
// Whatspp conversation trail…… End
~~~~~~~~~~~~~

In the same way in article 2 Maharaja has adopted a selective choice in rejecting Suniti argument, of SB 4.12.32 of being a woman could not become diksa-guru, for the reasons that it belongs to a bygone age, because it does not suit the pro-fdg agenda to make woman diksa-gurus. Wheareas Maharaja uses Savitri episode from bygone ages of protecting her husband from death through chastity as a valid evidence to show that ISKCON women are also chaste so they can also protect men. Maharaja also stretches a step further to circumvent *“the women cannot be independent”* argument by saying in ISKCON all gurus are under the shelter of sadhu-sanga and so they(male gurus) are also not independent. But in SB 3.24.40 purport, Srila Prabhupada states: “A woman is not supposed to take sannyāsa. So-called spiritual societies concocted in modern times give sannyāsa even to women, although there is no sanction in the Vedic literature for a woman’s accepting sannyāsa.” [SB 3.24.40 purport]

In the case of SB 4.12.32, it is stated, “*According to śāstric injunctions,* there is no difference between śikṣā-guru and dīkṣā-guru, and generally the śikṣā-guru later on becomes the dīkṣā-guru. Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.” [SB 4.12.32] 

Both the purports gives emphasis to sastric injuctions as the deciding authority.
But Sagara Mahraja says that as *ISKCON Vaisnavis saving men all the time by their chastity they are already acting as siksa or diksa guru* and we just need to officially recognize them according to that part wherein the SB 4.12.32 purports the siksa-guru diksa-guru equivalence but Maharaja neglects the *“being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.”* part saying Sunithi was not initiated. Once again half-hen logic in play by employing speculation that Sunithi was not initiated.

Post 3/3: Half-hen logic - End of response
+++++++++++++++++
Clearly, the pro-fdg camp representation has not supplied a logical, reasonable, and "sastra sammata" or explanation for the explanation that what Prabhupada wrote in the purport of SB 4.12.32 is "for a bygone age." All we have gotten so far from the “special guest/pandit” that Maharaja brought in was only a blasphemy of saintly women such as Suniti as vengeance mongers. In the absence of such a logical and reasonable explanation based on guru-sadhu-sastra the pro-FDG camp has only themselves to blame for being a speculator who wants to interpret what is plain and clear to suit an egalitarian agenda, rather than to foster a straightforward explanation of what Prabhupada clearly taught!

In his book Renunciation through Wisdom (RTW 4.2), Srila Prabhupada writes, “A well-known Bengali saying goes, "After reading the whole Rāmāyaṇa, you want to know whose father Sītā is?" This question is ludicrous, since Sītā is Lord Rāma's wife, and thus such a query will naturally invite quips and laughter. We find the same absurdity in Dr. Radhakrishnan's English commentary on the Gītā.” What would be the implication of interpreting what Prabhupada wrote to suit a philosophy - gender equality - that Prabhupada was opposed to? As Srila Prabhupada answered in RTW 4.2, “.This new discovery in the field of religious philosophy reminds us of the "paṇḍita" of the Rāmāyaṇa referred to above.” 

If an outsider of ISKCON (or even a ritvik follower of ISKCON) does this sort of interpretation would we tolerate? Or would we be not quick to denounce such an act as clearly intended to not educate the world as to what Prabhupada and Vedic literature teaches?
11/2/20, 21:23 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja Just in case your holiness wanted to respond all three posts together I just now posted a full post containing all three posts...
11/2/20, 21:24 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post 1/3
11/2/20, 21:24 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post 2/3
11/2/20, 21:24 - sridhara srinivasa das: Post 3/3
11/2/20, 21:25 - sridhara srinivasa das: entire Post containing all 3 posts
11/2/20, 21:29 - sridhara srinivasa das: @919381063234 Prabhu, it has been repeatedly seen that some have denounced Suniti to the lowest possible extent as a Envious and Vengeful person... 

Is there an official request from you to @79259080108 Maharaja who is representing the pro-FDG side on behalf of MM Prabhu who left the discussion for now?

Please ask that statement to be apologized and removed as well. There was a period when you as moderator was not responding may be you had not seen those messages.
11/2/20, 22:00 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I did not respond in the first instance because MMP was requesting to be excused for two weeks. You can see that though the point was discussed it's still hanging because MMP is not there.

Questioning a woman's chastity is the worst and very cheap offense. It is totally uncalled for.
11/2/20, 22:57 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: https://archive.org/details/AnalysisOfEducationAndGurushipVaisnavis/page/n1/mode/2up
11/2/20, 22:57 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I'm reading "Education and Guruship of Vaisnavis-1" on Scribd.

Check it out: https://www.scribd.com/doc/119877186
11/2/20, 23:29 - +7 925 908-01-08: "Regarding your reprinting of my letters, if you will not detract from your other important engagements you may do it" (SPL to Gargamuni, LA, 17/12/69)
11/2/20, 23:44 - +7 925 908-01-08: @917373089272 Prabhu, you have an unusual way of debating by pushing your own concocted ideas forward. No matter how much I’ll point at your mistakes, you will come up with new ones. So it seems to be just a waste of time, even though everything is pretty simple: your main and totally moot argument based on the SB 4.12.32 doesn’t stand against Srila Prabhupada’s direct quotes on his female disciples.
11/2/20, 23:53 - +7 925 908-01-08: And I totally agree with @919381063234 Prabhu, that the offensive statements about ISKCON ladies can’t be tolerated. I extended my apology only to the simple and innocent devotees who could be disturbed by my cutting comments. But it doesn’t apply to the offenders.
11/3/20, 07:11 - sridhara srinivasa das: Sagar Swami accusation of Concoction – Refuted:
===---=====-=---=-=====-==-=-
+7 925 908-01-08 is the number that HH Bhakti Rasayana Sagar Swami Maharaja (herein BRSS or or BRSSM or Maharaja) uses. 917373089272 is the number my humble self (Sridhara Srinivasa dasa) use.

Post 1/2 : Sagar Swami accepts letters are out of context, but continues to use them as primary evidence.
+++++++++++++++++++
 “Regarding your reprinting of my letters, if you will not detract from your other important engagements you may do it. (SPL to Gargamuni, 17th February, 1969)

Now, by the grace of Krsna, we are expanding and we must work in such a way that our society may stand a solid institution. In this connection I shall request you not to circulate all my letters that I address to you. Letters are sometimes personal and confidential, and if all letters are circulated, it may react reversely. I have already got some hints like that with letters I sent to you regarding Kīrtanānanda and Hayagriva. *So in the future please do not circulate* my letters to you. *All my letters to you* should be considered confidential, and *if you want at all to circulate, you just ask me before doing so.* (SPL to Brahmananda, September 28th, 1969)”

In this regard BRSS Maharaja posted the *letter to Gargamuni Prabhu dated 17th Feb 1969* as his response to my post. However as per the *letter to Brahmanada Prabhu dated September 28th 1969,* which comes chronologically after the letter to Gargamuni Prabhu dated 17th Feb 1969, *Srila Prabhupada instructed* Brahmanada Prabhu *to not circulate his letters written to him in the future.*
But *BRSS Maharaja continues to use Srila Prabhupada’s letters as the primary evidence for his arguments* and taking the side of FDG implementation. 
Is this not a direct violation of Srila Prabhupda’s clear instruction to all of us ISKCON devotees?
11/3/20, 07:17 - sridhara srinivasa das: Sagar Swami accusation of Concoction – Refuted:
===---=====-=---=-=====-==-=-
Post 2/2 : Sagar Swami accuses quoting from Srila Prabhupada purports as concoction.
+++++++++++++++++++
 // Whatsapp conversation trail….
11/2/20, 23:44 - +7 925 908-01-08: @917373089272 Prabhu, you have an unusual way of debating by pushing your own concocted ideas forward. No matter how much I’ll point at your mistakes, you will come up with new ones. So it seems to be just a waste of time, even though everything is pretty simple: your main and totally moot argument based on the SB 4.12.32 doesn’t stand against Srila Prabhupada’s direct quotes on his female disciples.
End of whatsapp trail…….//

What is that unusual way of debating that I have adopted as purported by BRSS Maharaja? In all my messages including this response I cite Srila Prabhupada’s purports:
1.	I quoted SB 4.12.32 stating that, “According to Sastric Injunction…Suniti.. being a woman… could not become diksa-guru.” I have used ellipses but please replace the ellipses with the actual ones and can it proven that Srila Prabhupda was only referring this incident with respect to Suniti and not all woman.
2.	Even giving the so-called benefit of doubt, which the purva-paksa do not deserve, I have cited another purport SB 3.24.40 to show that women are never to be independent irrespective of whether they are ISKCON devotee or not. This only supports the SB 4.12.32 purport.
3.	If that is not sufficient then I quote another purport from SB 4.16.24 as below:
“It is very appropriate to compare a powerful king like Pṛthu to a lion. In India, kṣatriya kings are still called siṅgh, which means “lion.” Unless rogues, thieves and other demoniac people in a state are afraid of the executive head, who rules the kingdom with a strong hand, there cannot be peace or prosperity in the state. *Thus it is most regrettable when a woman becomes the executive head instead of a lionlike king. In such a situation the people are considered very unfortunate.*” [SB 4.16.23]

*Here, Srila Prabhupada clearly states* that *in any state (including ISKCON), it is regrettable when a woman becomes the executive head (diksa-guru or GBC or Temple President) instead of a lionlike male guru/king/maharaja*. 

*Does this instruction not apply to female devotees of today’s and future ISKCON?*

According BRSS Maharaja such kind of debate with citations from across Srila Prabhupada’s direct statements on the topic concerning Female Diksa-guru is concoction. These purports stress the same idea, "according to sastric injunction", "sanction in vedic literature," and the tradition given in sastras of having “executive heads as kings and not women.”

Maharaja is accusing me of "pushing your own concocted ideas forward", but here i have shown statements that are directly what Srila Prabhupada wrote in his purports. 
*If one does not accept these statements from those purports and his teachings, "as they are", that person is the one who is guilty of concoction.*

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
11/3/20, 07:26 - +7 925 908-01-08: “Yes, parts of my letters may be reprinted as a second article by me; no drawings should appear in the magazine”. 
Letter to Satsvarupa -- Calcutta 26 May, 1971:
11/3/20, 07:32 - +7 925 908-01-08: And according to your logic if we cannot use any of the letters as evidence of anything, then how come you refer to them at all?
11/3/20, 07:33 - sridhara srinivasa das: The letter your are quoting maharaja Srila Prabhupada says to use one's own discretion.

Please accept my blessings. I am in due receipt of your letters dated 1st and 7th May, 1971, respectively and have noted the contents carefully. So far as "Back To Godhead'' is concerned, the answers to your questions are as follows: Recipes are all right if you think that there is such a public demand. But just recipes, no pictures; Yes, parts of my letters may be reprinted as a second article by me; no drawings should appear in the magazine; Yes, a question and answer article is very nice, and letters from interested persons may also be published. On other matters you can use your own discretion. [1971, 26 may letter to Satsvarupa]
11/3/20, 07:34 - +7 925 908-01-08: *On other matters* you can use your own discretion
11/3/20, 07:34 - sridhara srinivasa das: Our discretion should then be to use the following letter 


Books are the basis of our Movement. Whatever appreciation we are getting on account of our books, it is because we are following the path chalked out by exalted devotees. We are not writing something whimsical.
Letter to: Tusta Kṛṣṇa—Bombay, 9 January, 1976
---------------------------------

Śrīla Prabhupāda said:
Whatever I have wanted to say, I have said in my books. If I live, I will
say something more. If you want to know me, read my books.
From TKG's Diary, June 9, 1977
---------------------------------

You may please me the most by reading my books and following the
instructions therein and by becoming fully Krishna Conscious in this
life time.
Śrīla Prabhupāda, in a letter to Bahurupa -- Bombay 22 November, 1974
---------------------------------

Revatīnandana: I have read your books, and I have heard you lecture. And so many things they are asking, I am..., have no capacity to answer them. But you must have the capacity because you know Kṛṣṇa. Therefore they want to ask you personally.
11/3/20, 07:35 - sridhara srinivasa das: Other matters are all presented in his books. The topic of female diksa-guru is presented in his SB 4.12.32 purport, 3.24.40 purport and 4.16.23 purport
11/3/20, 07:36 - sridhara srinivasa das: More evidence that Srila Prabhupada asks us to follow his instructions in his books...


Devotee (1): So that is the...
Prabhupāda: So far I am not so able to answer. I admit my fault.
Devotee (1): Oh, so then that is...
Prabhupāda: I cannot answer.
Devotee (1): I understand. Okay? But they are saying, the general conception of you is that because you know Kṛṣṇa...
Prabhupāda: You can... You...
Devotee (1): [interrupting] Excuse me. Because you know Kṛṣṇa, therefore you know everything about the material world and can answer all questions.
Prabhupāda: So whatever I know I have explained in my books. Beyond that, I have got no knowledge.
Devotee (2): If that is the case, Śrīla Prabhupāda, that does not diminish our respect for you in the least, because we have always held...
Prabhupāda: So what can I do? I say that whatever I have got experience, I am explaining in my books. I have explained. It is not possible for me to answer every individual person. It is not possible.
Devotee (2): We respect that. We understand. It is just that because they are saying these things...
Prabhupāda: I have got my advanced students. They can answer. If they are unable to answer, if you do not find answer from my books, then it is hopeless.
Devotee (1): Ah! But your advanced students are saying if they give an answer that, because they have been appointed by you, therefore their answer is perfectly correct, because...., absolutely correct on all things in the relative world, because they have been appointed by you, and because you know...
Prabhupāda: You may... That's all right. If you don't believe them, you can finish business.
Devotee (2): But are they correct? That's what we want to know.
Prabhupāda: Yes. They are correct.
Room Conversation — June 26, 1975, Los Angeles
---------------------------------
11/3/20, 07:38 - sridhara srinivasa das: Another letter in this connection to go only to books as final authority...


My dear Prana Prabhu,
Please accept my humble obeisances. I have been instructed by His Divine Grace Śrīla Prabhupāda to reply your letter dated July 9th, 1977.
In discussing with His Divine Grace I summarized your desire to have access to all of the many tapes which Golden Avatar has for the purpose of transcribing them into rough manuscript form to be published later on as cross references or in some other form. His Divine Grace was not very enthusiastic at all about this idea. *Śrīla Prabhupāda commented, “This is not necessary. My books are sufficient. Let all of my disciples read my books. This idea is over-burden. It will mean to many readings. Let them read whatever is there and digest it. Everything I have wanted to say I have said in my books. This will only be superfluous. Tell him to concentrate on reading my books, not on studying such transcriptions. Does he think he will find something else in these transcriptions that are not in my books?”*… Formerly when I visited St. Louis temple with Tripurari Maharaja, we both noticed at that time that there was a tendency on many persons there part, to study so many other “Prabhupāda’s teachings.” But now you have been fortunately blessed with the good direction from your own Spiritual Master to simply satisfy yourself in your thirst for transcendental knowledge by studying Śrīla Prabhupāda’s existing books. Actually you should know that Prabhupāda’s books are better than His speeches. This is because He concentrates tremendously and chooses each word when He writes these books. This is not my opinion but He Himself has said this to me.
…
Your servant,
Dear Ramesvar This gives a definitive statement by the His Divine Grace in case any other persons are thinking to do this also. TKG
- Letter from Tamal Krishna Gosvāmī, Vrndavana, July 20, 1977
11/3/20, 07:42 - +7 925 908-01-08: Now you please answer my questions on your “Suniti purport”. 

1. Is “could not” equal to “should not”?

2. Can we know if Suniti was initiated Vaisnavi to become Diksa Guru? 

3. If being a woman is the primary disqualification, then why SP says “and specifically his mother”?
11/3/20, 07:45 - sridhara srinivasa das: Yes.. With great pleasure and honor i will respond to this.. Please wait for another post from me...All these are already discussed and detailed in our executive summary to the refutation of Kaunteya Prabhu's book listed below. But I will summarize it shortly. Please wait..


https://drive.google.com/file/d/1JaRnTMFbASY-9a0Vd1biuSlnKWSfDIKY/view
11/3/20, 07:46 - +7 925 908-01-08: Sure
11/3/20, 10:51 - +91 93271 16065: Sumitra Krishna Prabhu, you are the moderator and are supposed to be responsible for all the posts.
But it is regrettable that you did not have raise problem when MM called Suniti vengeful and even went on pushing that. But now when some of ladies are being called unchaste you are writing this. 
This is clear partiality and hate for Vedic culture and you and all SABHA memebers have started this conference to vilify vedic culture. 
It is folly to be wise where ignorance is bliss. This conference is undiscussable; its moderator alongwith senior devotees like the Swamiji and pundits like MM are determined to vilify each and every aspect of vedic culture and make sure that if anyone stands against such blasphemy then you suppress them and in that process call them with all bad names to whatever extent you can. 

Your conference stinks. I would not like to be part of such a vedic culture hating conference. 

Have a nice day all the haters of vedic culture being in this conference.
11/3/20, 10:54 - +91 93271 16065 left
11/3/20, 14:04 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Hare Krishna dear members of this group .

Henceforth any devotee who for the first time posts any message should introduce themselves in the following format .

-Their name 
- their present service in the temple/yatra 
- year of harinam initiation 
-Which temple they serve 
-How many years serving in iskcon 

Thank you
11/3/20, 14:56 - Krishnakirti Pr: Maharaja wrote:

[BRSM] "1. Is “could not” equal to “should not”?

Big difference. "could not" refers to adhikara (right, or eligibility), and "should not" is advisory.  That is, you may have the adhikar to do something, but you are advised against it. In Vedic and Smriti shastras, this difference is very important and does in fact depend on whether "could" or "should" (equivalent in Sanskrit) is used, and marks the difference between what is a vidhi (obligatory injunction, something you have to do) and a niyama (an advisory injunction, something recommended but not absolutely required. For example, in the smritis there are injunctions that say you should marry a girl up at a certain age or adopt a boy of a certain age. But those are niyamas, not vidhis. In other words, if a girl is older than what is recommended, then the girl may still be married. One is still expected to use one's discretion. Nonetheless, the difference between "could" and "should" is that the former is obligatory and the latter is advisory.
11/3/20, 15:00 - Krishnakirti Pr: Maharaja wrote: "2. Can we know if Suniti was initiated Vaisnavi to become Diksa Guru?"

I am sorry, but I don't see the relevance of this question to Suniti's eligibility (adhikar) to give initiation. I don't find anything explicit or implicit that her initiation is relvevant. All that SP states that according to sastric injunction, her quality of being female is the disqualification. So, what does her status of initiation have to do with this?
11/3/20, 15:08 - Krishnakirti Pr: Maharaja wrote: "3. If being a woman is the primary disqualification, then why SP says “and specifically his mother”?"

Maharaja, it appears that you think that the word "mother" somehow cancels or restricts the word "woman" in the purport. But it is not clear that it does. Therefore, to help us better understand your thinking on this, I humbly request that you modify the words and grammar of the text to show how you think the word "mother" modifies woman, so that we can see what you think the sentence really means.

Ys, Krishna-kirti Das
11/3/20, 15:11 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Good point Krishna Kirti Prabhu .
11/3/20, 15:59 - +7 925 908-01-08: So “could” refers only to adhikara? What about reference to circumstances?
11/3/20, 16:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: Actually, my father's shrardha ceremony started and took the whole day. Sorry.. But I see Krishna Kirti Prabhu already answered some of the questions...
11/3/20, 16:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: I am going only add to what is not addressed so far
11/3/20, 16:00 - sridhara srinivasa das: Sagar Swami Maharaja’s 3 questions on Suniti Purport
===---=====-=---=-=====-==-=-
Post 3/3 : SB 4.12.32: If being a woman is the primary disqualification, then why SP says “and specifically his mother”?
+++++++++++++++++++

There is a contention made in another pro-FDG book by Kaunteya that the original manuscript and the published version of this statement are different:
1.	Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru. [published version]
2.	Sunīti, however, being in family relationship with Dhruva, his mother, and also woman, could not become the dīkṣā-guru of Dhruva Mahārāja. [original manuscript]
Looks like BRSS Maharaja accepts the first version. His question is why should there be an added emphasis of “specifically his mother”? Being a woman and also being a mother both make one an unlikely candidate for diksa-guru. As a woman, the sastra prohibit woman from giving a mantra and as a mother she has to be dependant on her Son. The Son becomes her guru in the absence of her husband.

If one were to assume the second version then also, being in family relationship as mother is not the only reason for one to not become a diksa-guru since history shows many father-son relationship as in Lord Vishnu initiated Lord Brahma, Brahma initiated Narada Muni, as stated in Bhagavad-Gīta 4.1, Vivasvān who in turn initiated his son Vaivasvata manu. How can Vivasvān, “being in family relationship with Vaivasvata manu, his father,” initiate him? The entire teachings of Bhagavad-gītā as stated in Mahābhārata (Śānti-parva 348.51–52) comes in disciplic succession via family relationship. 
So the conclusion is that, “being in family relationship” or  the fragment “specifically his mother” of the sentence, are not the inhibiting factors for Sunīti being not able to become Dhruva Maharāja’s dīkṣā-guru. In both the versions of the manuscript, with “in family relationship” and “specifically his mother” out of the equation, the fragment, “being a woman” or “and also woman” is the only deciding factor in both the versions of that sentence from SB 4.12.32 purport.
11/3/20, 16:01 - +7 925 908-01-08: If someone is not initiated, how one can give initiation? Hence is the question.
11/3/20, 16:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: Srila Prabhupada in his purport to 4.12.32 does not talk about whether Suniti was initiated or not but says being a woman she could not become a diksa-guru. Srila Prabhupada also says Suniti was the pada-pradarksha guru and siksa guru as well. But according to sastric injunction she being a woman could not become diksa-guru although according to sastric injunction there is no difference between siksa-guru and diksa-guru.
11/3/20, 16:05 - Krishnakirti Pr: Not sure what you mean. Can you elaborate?
11/3/20, 16:13 - Krishnakirti Pr: Initiation is a qualification, but there are disqualifications, too, quite apart from being initiated. SP does not mention lack of initiation as a disqualification. He does say that her status of being a woman is a disqualification.
11/3/20, 16:21 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: This message was deleted
11/3/20, 16:22 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: The question can also be reverted:

If being mother is the disqualification and not being woman, Then why would Srila Prabhupada mention "being a woman?" Can there be a mother who is not "a woman?"
11/3/20, 16:24 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/3/20, 16:25 - Krishnakirti Pr: More importantly, he says *according to the sastras* she could not give initistion because she was a woman. Like SP says in other places, it is not according to him but according to the sastras.
11/3/20, 16:42 - +7 925 908-01-08: I’ll give you an example: I could not travel for a while because of the lockdown. But now I do travel, since the lockdown was lifted
11/3/20, 16:43 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Bhāradvāja-saṁhitā prohibits
 women to give dīkṣā:

na jātu mantra-dā nārī na śūdro nāntarodbhavaḥ
nābhiśasto na patitaḥ kāma-kāmo 'py akāminaḥ

 A woman should never become initiating guru, and also a śūdra, a person born from an improperly 
 mixed marriage, a very sinful and defamed person, a fallen person or one who is full of material 
 desires. (1.42)
11/3/20, 16:46 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: *The argument is that Srila Prabhupada meant: "Suniti, however, being a woman" could not get initiation and thus "could not become Dhruva Maharaja's diksa-guru."*

This argument needs to imagine a separate meaning ascribed to "being a woman" reason. In vedic pramana sastra this is called "arthaapatti" which is placed much below the direct evident meaning from the words themselvs. 

*How do we know that this meaning is far from intended direct meaning?*
Easy. In arthapatti you need to insert some words in the statement in order to make it meaningful.

This is useful in some cases when you cannot derive any meaning from a statement just from the words mentioned in it; then you add some words (and there are rules for that also) to come to meaning.

However, in the SB 4.12.32, purport, the meaning of Srila Prabhupada's statement is clear without adding any words. "Being a woman" can certainly be a reason for not becoming diksa-guru, and thus the ascribed meaning of "her not being initiated" has to leave the way for the direct meaning (without adding words).

As arthapatti (ascribed meaning) has anumana pramana (evidence by inference) involved in it, it's authoritativeness is much lesser than direct evidence.

--------------
*An example of arthapatti:*
Thre is one student who gets full marks even if he doesn't study. This is a fact known by all students.
One student thinks that this student is very intelligent and thus I should associate with him and I will also become intelligent and will get good marks.
Another student thinks that this student is cheating in exams and thus he is getting good marks; so I should be away from this bad child.
Both of these have ascribed meanings and come to opposite conclusions.
11/3/20, 16:49 - Nandgram Common Number Sms Only: If Srila Prabhupada meant that a woman who could not get initiation cannot initiate, then he would have mentioned that.
11/3/20, 16:57 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/3/20, 16:58 - Krishnakirti Pr: Yes, adhikar vidhi cover not only right, or eligibility but ability. If you are not able, you are not eligible.

For example, if someone has not studied the Vedas, even he is otherwise eligible, then he cannot perform Vedic sacrifices. How can he perform Vedic sacrifices if he does not know Vedas? So, there is a condition or inability that prevents him from performing the Vedic rites. Therefore there are vidhis that prohibit such a thing.

If someone is blind, then he cannot become king. But if those conditions for later on change (brahmana learns the Vedas, King somehow regains his sight), then they are eligible.

Similarly, you could not go somewhere because of "lockdown", but after that condition is no longer present, you are free to travel.  The lockdown made you ineligible to travel.
11/3/20, 17:00 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Śrīmad-Bhāgavatam 1.3.13
Los Angeles, September 18, 1972 - Srila Prabhupad 

Part of the lecture 


One has to become dhīra. Then the question of God consciousness. Animals cannot have God consciousness. Therefore it is specially mentioned dhīrāṇām. Vartma. The path which He showed, that is meant for the dhīra, not for the adhīra. Dhīrāṇām. And it is so nice that sarvāśrama-namaskṛtam. All āśramas will appreciate and offer obeisances. All āśrama means brahmacārī, gṛhastha, vānaprastha, and sannyāsa. So dealing with woman... Especially instruction are given to men. All literatures, all Vedic literatures, they are especially meant for instruction to the men. Woman is to follow the husband. That's all. The husband will give instruction to the wife. There is no such thing as the girl should go to school to take brahmacārī-āśrama or go to spiritual master to take instruction. That is not Vedic system. Vedic system is a man is fully instructed, and woman, girl, must be married to a man. 
11/3/20, 17:02 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Srila Prabhupad in many places ( books ,letters , conversations,lectures) has mentioned how a woman has to be treated ,and respected and what are her duties .
11/3/20, 17:03 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Question : Did prabhupad teach vedic system or modern system .
11/3/20, 17:03 - Krishnakirti Pr: Maharaja, these two statements are similarly constructed.

Elizabeth, however, being a woman, and specifically a mother, could not register for the draft.

Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.

In the first one, without question the parenthetical clause ("and specifically a mother") does not at all modify "being a woman". It is simply further information.

(For those not from the United States, "the draft" is the U.S. Armed Forces Selective Service, and all males between the ages of 18 and 25 are required by law to register for it. Females are not allowed to register.)
11/3/20, 23:25 - +7 925 908-01-08: Sorry that I couldn’t respond before. The above arguments don’t look conclusive. There is plenty of room for interpreting the purport in the opposite way. That’s why it’s a moot point.
11/3/20, 23:43 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/3/20, 23:45 - Krishnakirti Pr: Not moot, because the construction is conventional - that is, most people would read and understand "could" in both sentences similarly as indicating eligibility. The presumption is with the conventional, not with the unconventional. That means you have to justify your unconventional meaning. It is not enough to say that some other meaning is possible. (Just a reminder: I had requested you to make explicit your interpretation by supplying the necessary modifications to the text or grammar,  as to make clear your interpretation.)
11/3/20, 23:50 - +7 925 908-01-08: If it is not moot, why so many interpretations are given from both sides?
11/3/20, 23:53 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/3/20, 23:53 - Krishnakirti Pr: I am only aware of one interpretation from those I am close to. SP is saying scriptural injunctions do not allow women to give initiation, so Suniti could not become Dhruva's diksa-guru.
11/3/20, 23:54 - Krishnakirti Pr: And that's not really an interpretation, it's the sentence's primary meaning, or mukhya artha. Other meanings require additional inference and assumptions not needed with the primary meaning.
11/3/20, 23:55 - +7 925 908-01-08: (1) Underdetermination

We’ll begin by citing an analysis of this purport by a prominent ISKCON scholar, paraphrased and expanded: 

“The point about the Suniti quote is that it is ambiguous. It is a classic problem in philosophy, especially philosophy of science. It is called underdetermination. This means the evidence (the quote in this case) is consistent with several theories (explanations). It is consistent with multiple ideas, such as:


no woman should ever give initiation to any man or woman; 
a woman should only give initiation to another woman, but not to man; 
under the vaidika system, a woman could not take initiation and therefore could not give it; 
Sunīti was initiated under Pāñcarātriki systems but was either not allowed to initiate others by the particular Pāñcarātriki rules for her manvantara, or could, but not her son;
Sunīti as Dhruva’s mother and a neglected co-wife of the King was afflicted by grief out of affection for her son, as well as by jealousy and vengefulness towards Suruci and Uttānapāda, and therefore she could not muster enough composure and clarity (required of a guru) to pacify and enlighten even herself, much less her son;
her motherly attachment to Dhruva and/or her insufficient spiritual level by itself disqualified her from being anything more that patha-pradarśaka-guru for him, which is the least involved and responsible type of śikṣā-guru, and one that rarely develops into a permanent and substantial śikṣā-relationship, which is a mandatory precursor for dīkṣā; 
and the list can be continued ad infinitum.

The Sunīti quote is consistent with every one of explanations 1-6, each supportable by śāstra, but it does not contain enough information to allow us to pick out only one of them as the only correct explanation. Therefore this quotation simply cannot be used to support explanation 1, your preference, over explanations 2-6.”

Therefore this quote cannot be used as a normative statement — simply because it is unclear what exactly, if anything, it is supposed to normalize. Therefore the Sunīti quote is descriptive (simply stating the fact of her being unable to initiate Dhruva), not prescriptive (mandating a certain course of action) or proscriptive (forbidding other women to initiate).
11/4/20, 00:02 - +7 925 908-01-08: (2) Sunīti: Bhaktin or Devī Dāsī?

The only way to collapse this quantum-like ambiguity of the quote into one definitive conclusion is to introduce additional relevant information. You can significantly help our discussion by supplying one such piece of information. In your VNP, page 41, you astutely observe:


“If a woman is not an initiated Vaiṣṇava, then she has not received any mantra and thus there is no question of giving the mantra to others. Thus, it becomes useless to mention that she cannot become mantra-dā. Besides that, in the verse 1.37, where the description of the qualifications for who can be guru starts, it is mentioned that only a Vaiṣṇava can be guru and thus the context is set that whatever personalities are being discussed are duly initiated Vaiṣṇavas.” (VNP 41-42)

I hope you accept that one of the implications of your above statement pertinent to our discussion is, to paraphrase you, that: 

“If Sunīti was not an initiated Vaiṣṇava, then she has not received any mantra and thus there is no question of her giving the mantra to others. Thus, it becomes useless to mention that she cannot become mantra-dā.”

As you could see above, there are other, similarly viable rationales for why Sunīti could not become Dhruva’s dīkṣā-guru that do not require her to be an initiated Vaiṣṇavī. 

However, since you are bent on interpreting SB 4.12.32 purp. as a proscriptive normative statement that prohibits contemporary initiated Vaṣṇavis from initiating others per Pāñcarātriki rules, for Sunīti’s case to be applicable to contemporary initiated Vaṣṇavis as a pramāṇa, first you MUST prove that Sunīti was a Vaiṣṇavī initiated per Pāñcarātriki rules.

Otherwise, following your own logic, “it becomes useless to mention that Sunīti could not become mantra-dā” for Dhruva — and to build your entire theory on an unproven assumption.

[Please note that it is not enough to just state, like some participants of the discussion, that Pāñcarātra was existent around Sunīti’s time. This might be the case, but there should be evidence that she was initiated per that Pāñcarātra. Until then, any reference to the “Sunīti pramāṇa” in regard to VDG will remain a moot point.]
11/4/20, 19:04 - sridhara srinivasa das: *Refutation to “Underdetermination:” “Guru: Principle, not body” [GPNB]:*

Begin: Quote from the book “Guru: Principle, not body” GPNB: p272/274
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
“The Sunīti quote is consistent with every one of explanations 1-6, each supportable by śāstra , but it does not contain enough information to allow us to pick out only one of them as the only correct explanation. Therefore this quotation simply cannot be used to support explanation 1, your preference, over explanations 2-6.”

Therefore this quote cannot be used as a normative statement — simply because it is unclear what exactly, if anything, it is supposed to normalize. Therefore the Sunīti quote is descriptive (simply stating the fact of her being unable to initiate Dhruva), not prescriptive (mandating a certain course of action) or proscriptive (forbidding other women to initiate).” [from page 172/174 to 173/175 depending on which version of MMP book GPNB]

End: Quote from the book GPNB:
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
*Response:* SB 4.12.32 purport is straight forward and has direct support from so many other purports such as SB 3.24.40 and is supported by many statements in his other voluminous purports such as 4.16.23 in which he states, *“Thus it is most regrettable when a woman becomes the executive head instead of a lionlike king. In such a situation the people are considered very unfortunate.”* This is the reason why none of Srila Prabhupada disciples wrote to Srila Prabhupada, during his manifest presence, seeking clarifications of any sorts (least of such concoctions presented herein on page 172/174) on this purport unlike the scenario associated with chapter 8 of NOD in regards to Ganapati Deity installation. We now show in step by step how all statements except point 1 out of 1-6 points raised by the author are in fact statements to be rejected as irrelevant, by following the instructions of Srila Prabhupada sadhu-sastra-guru-vakya citete kariya aikya in his purport to CC Madhya 20.352.

1.	no woman should ever give initiation to any man or woman; [GPNB, p 172/174]
*Response:* The shastra pramana for this is Narada Pancaratra Bharadvaja Samhita verses 1.42,43 being the prescription for normal cases and 1.44 for exceptional cases. Even in cases of exceptions Srila Prabhupda was not interested in applying the Bharadvaja Samhita verse 1.44 as can be seen in the memoirs video of HH Tamala Krishna Goswami regarding Mother Jamuna whom Srila Prabhupada considered to be at “bhava” stage of bhakti but did not want to make her a GBC because of her being a woman. https://youtu.be/1utvELWtGzQ  
2.	a woman should only give initiation to another woman, but not to man; [GPNB, p 172/174]
*Response:* Verse Bharadvaja Samhita 1.43 states that a woman can give moral and ethical instructions to other woman but cannot give initiation to another woman. So this statement is not supported by shastra. *[statement rejected as irrelevant]*
3.	under the vaidika system, a woman could not take initiation and therefore could not give it;156 [GPNB, p 172/174]
*Response:* If one consults the translations and purports of SB 4.8.52 to 54, it becomes clear that the context is pancaratra-system of worship and initiation and hence not vaidika-system. Especially Narada Muni giving pancaratra-diksa to Dhruva Maharaja and also the fact that Suruchi and Mother Suniti both directing Dhruva Maharaja to worship Lord Narayana only confirms this fact that they both were aware of such possibilities for worship under pancaratra system and not vaidika system. So this is a moot point to bring vaidika system of argument for this situation. *[statement rejected as irrelevant]*
4.	Sunīti was initiated under Pāñcarātriki systems but was either not allowed to initiate others by the particular Pāñcarātriki rules for her manvantara, or could, but not her son; [GPNB, p 172/174]
*Response:* Bharadvaja Samhita verse 1.42, 43, 44 does not state that there are any particular rules of Pancaratra for particular manvantara. So this statement has  some invalid presumptions. Pancaratra like vedas are immutable over yugas unless anything within the Pancatra vidhi themselves state those exceptions. *[statement rejected as irrelevant]*
5.	Sunīti as Dhruva’s mother and a neglected co-wife of the King was afflicted by grief out of affection for her son, as well as by jealousy and vengefulness towards Suruci and Uttānapāda,157 and therefore she could not muster enough composure and clarity (required of a guru) to pacify and enlighten even herself, much less her son;158 [GPNB, p 172/174]
*Response:* In other posts this has been established as an incorrect understanding on the part of the author. Suniti being jealousy or having any vengefulness is not supported by Srila Prabhupada or previous acaryas. *[statement rejected as irrelevant]*
6.	her motherly attachment to Dhruva and/or her insufficient spiritual level by itself disqualified her from being anything more that patha-pradarśaka-guru for him, which is the least involved and responsible type of śikṣ ā-guru , and one that rarely develops into a permanent and substantial śikṣā -relationship, which is a mandatory precursor for dīkṣā ;159 [GPNB, p 172/174]
*Response:* In SB 4.12.32 purport Srila Prabhupada clearly establishes Mother Suniti as patha-pradarśaka-guru, śikṣā-guru, and dīkṣā-guru of Dhruva Mahārāja. But according sastric injunctions being a women she could not become dīkṣā-guru of Dhruva Mahārāja. These are the statements of our Founder-Ācārya, which we shall accept As It Is. So the author minimizing the position of Suniti against Srila Prabhupada’s statements is only aimed at winning an argument (kutarka and Vitanda) is irrelevant. *[statement rejected as irrelevant]*
7.	and the list can be continued ad infinitum. [GPNB, p 172/174]
*Response:* There can be ad infinitum statements added but they are all irrelevant since what Srila Prabhupada established in SB 4.12.32, SB 3.24.40, and 4.16.23 are straight forward and are supported by many statements in his other voluminous teachings. So all such concoctions are inventions of devotees influenced by feminism and modern egalitarian ethos. *[statement rejected as irrelevant]*
11/4/20, 22:45 - +7 925 908-01-08: Refutations of all the points above - and much more - is in progress by Madana Mohan Prabhu, and should be available after the November 15th.
11/4/20, 22:57 - +7 925 908-01-08: @917373089272 @917202953213 Meanwhile I’ve looked at the “Eye of the scripture” text and would humbly request you to please edit it and remove all the unnecessary insults towards Kaunteya Prabhu, such as accusing him in hypocrisy. Please remember that he is a very senior and responsible devotee, and it’s definitely not something Srila Prabhupada would ever approve.
11/5/20, 03:18 - sridhara srinivasa das: You deleted this message
11/5/20, 03:22 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja, there are no personal attacks made directly at Kaunteya Prabhu, only the acts of hypocrisy and cheating are exposed. Moreover the "the eye of the storm" lists only Kaunteya Prabhu as a project co-ordinator and there are no name of the author (s) mentioned in the book. So when the whole book that we are referring to is sort of impersonal how can personal attacks be perceived? Still taking your advise more serious we will look into the  verbiage closer.

Having said that "The Guru, Principle, not body" book contains a volley of statements, almost at every page with words sharper and nastier than hypocrisy that even directly attacks persons by name with such ad hominems, have your holiness noted it and communicated to the author of that book? When can we expect any changes made to that book in this regard? Can your holiness find out and let me know? The authors of the book  "Vaishnava-diksa according to Narada-pancaratra" are no less senior amd important. Most importantly that book is a BVKS Book publication which only speaks for its credibility and respect that the authors of that book command.
11/5/20, 03:31 - sridhara srinivasa das: @79259080108 Maharaja, yoir holiness accused me of concocting, but i responded to your accusations, for which your holiness has not responded. Please clarify this otherwise your accusations are not against myself but against Srila Prabhupada since all i did was to quote Srila Prabhupada as it is. Would Srila Prabhupada be happy about your holiness attacking devotees as speculators for speaking Srila Prabhupada's words as they are?

Sagar Swami accusation of Concoction – Refuted:
===---=====-=---=-=====-==-=-
Post 2/2 : Sagar Swami accuses quoting from Srila Prabhupada  purports as concoction.
+++++++++++++++++++
 // Whatsapp conversation trail….
11/2/20, 23:44 - +7 925 908-01-08: @917373089272 Prabhu, you have an unusual way of debating by pushing your own concocted ideas forward. No matter how much I’ll point at your mistakes, you will come up with new ones. So it seems to be just a waste of time, even though everything is pretty simple: your main and totally moot argument based on the SB 4.12.32 doesn’t stand against Srila Prabhupada’s direct quotes on his female disciples.
End of whatsapp trail…….//

What is that unusual way of debating that I have adopted as purported by BRSS Maharaja? In all my messages including this response I cite Srila Prabhupada’s purports:
1.	I quoted SB 4.12.32 stating that, “According to Sastric Injunction…Suniti.. being a woman… could not become diksa-guru.” I have used ellipses but please replace the ellipses with the actual ones and can it proven that Srila Prabhupda was only referring this incident with respect to Suniti and not all woman.
2.	Even giving the so-called benefit of doubt, which the purva-paksa do not deserve, I have cited another purport SB 3.24.40 to show that women are never to be independent irrespective of whether they are ISKCON devotee or not. This only supports the SB 4.12.32 purport.
3.	If that is not sufficient then I quote another purport from SB 4.16.24 as below:
“It is very appropriate to compare a powerful king like Pṛthu to a lion. In India, kṣatriya kings are still called siṅgh, which means “lion.” Unless rogues, thieves and other demoniac people in a state are afraid of the executive head, who rules the kingdom with a strong hand, there cannot be peace or prosperity in the state. *Thus it is most regrettable when a woman becomes the executive head instead of a lionlike king. In such a situation the people are considered very unfortunate.*” [SB 4.16.23]

*Here, Srila Prabhupada clearly states* that *in any state (including ISKCON), it is regrettable when a woman becomes the executive head (diksa-guru or GBC or Temple President) instead of a lionlike male guru/king/maharaja*. 

*Does this instruction not apply to female devotees of today’s and future ISKCON?*

According BRSS Maharaja such kind of debate with citations from across Srila Prabhupada’s direct statements on the topic concerning Female Diksa-guru is concoction. These purports stress the same idea, "according to sastric injunction", "sanction in vedic literature," and the tradition given in sastras of having “executive heads as kings and not women.”

Maharaja is accusing me of "pushing your own concocted ideas forward", but here i have shown statements that are directly what Srila Prabhupada wrote in his purports. 
*If one does not accept these statements from those purports and his teachings, "as they are", that person is the one who is guilty of concoction.*

Your humble servant
Sridhara Srinivasa das
11/5/20, 04:13 - sridhara srinivasa das: Another point regarding Kaunteya Prabhu about whom @79259080108 Maharaja noted as very senior and responsible devotee has come under severe scrutiny for his seminars at every edition of ILS, especially in the 2020 edition for presenting a topic titled "How to mess up your life with Varnasrama Dharma?"

@79259080108 Maharaja, your comments regarding this please?

Basically, Maharaja, on one hand your holiness is swift to point out or even accuse me and others who speak against FDG as concoctors and offenders, but we don't see your holiness coming against the authors such as Madan Mohan Prabhu and Kaunteya Prabhu who are offending Lord Krishna's devotees (Suniti) and Lord Krishna's Vedic Culture (Varnasarama Dharma). How do your holiness justify this perceived partiality (and quite evident in your holiness continued support for Madana Mohana Prabhu)?
11/5/20, 06:11 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/5/20, 06:15 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/5/20, 06:20 - Krishnakirti Pr: Maharaja, the problem with your "Underpervasion" theory is that the possible meanings of the sentence put forward in your text are incompatible with each other. If one is true, the others cannot be true. 

For example, the first two possible explanations "now woman should ever give initiation to any man or woman" conflicts with "a woman should only give initiation to another woman but not to a man". Both cannot be true at the same time.

Therefore, for the sentence to mean anything at all, one of the meanings has to be chosen. Otherwise, to leave it ambiguous is obfuscation (rendering the statement meaningless), and that is not at all allowed. So, you must settle on a particular meaning. You are not allowed to leave the statement ambiguous.

I have asked you twice already to explain what you think the "Suniti statement" means. And your reply so far is that it is ambiguous because it has many meanings. 

So, this is my third time I am requesting you to say what you think the Suniti statement actually means? (You can add necessary words or changes in grammar to the original statement as necessary.)

Here is the Suniti statement again:

*Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.*

What do you think it means?
11/5/20, 06:24 - +7 925 908-01-08: Here is my reading/understanding: Woman generally don’t become diksa gurus, even though there can be exceptions to the rule. But because Suniti was specifically his mother, which is another strong bar, she could not hold this position.
11/5/20, 06:27 - Krishnakirti Pr: Thank you for your prompt response, Maharaja.
11/5/20, 06:27 - +7 925 908-01-08: You seem to be opposing egalitarian ideas, but what you expect from seniors in the debate is also egalitarian
11/5/20, 06:28 - +7 925 908-01-08: You are welcome, prabhu, but I will be able to continue only much later, as I have to rush for Mangala Arati
11/5/20, 06:33 - Krishnakirti Pr: Do you agree that this modification reflects the original sentence's true meaning?:

*Sunīti, however, being specifically his mother could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.*

[original]  "Sunīti, however, being a woman, and specifically his mother, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru."
11/5/20, 07:43 - sridhara srinivasa das: Maharaja i will accept this statement at its face value.. Although it reminds me that in Vedic culture juniors do debate seniors and seniors do remain impartial.

Now leaving that aside, i beg your holiness to please furnish proper evidence from the "executive summary of Eye of the sastra" book that your holiness find it offensive, not merely the word extracted out of the text minus its context.
11/5/20, 08:14 - Krishnakirti Pr: I have more concerns about this "Underdeterminiation" idea you have put forward, and in particular the way it has been put forward. We need to come back to that. However, if unlimited meanings can be posited, but in the end we settle on one (the one we believe intended by the author), then this theory itself is not valid. Since you yourself have settled on a particular understanding of this statement, can we at least agree that this theory is not valid?
11/5/20, 09:35 - +7 925 908-01-08: Thank you for your compliance. We can look more into the “Eye of the Sastra” summary whenever time allows.
11/5/20, 09:37 - +7 925 908-01-08: The “Undetermination” is the quote from the “Guru: principle, not the body”. I would wait for Mandan Mohan Prabhu to come back to debate on it. He is preparing a lot of additional material
11/5/20, 09:39 - +7 925 908-01-08: I’ll try to find an original unedited quote from the purport. It’s very interesting
11/5/20, 09:43 - +7 925 908-01-08: If you look in Kaunteya Prabhu’s " Did Srila Prabhupada Want Women Diksha Gurus, " he has discussed this very quote and has a photo copy of the original manuscript on page 39. The unedited quote reads "Suniti, however, being in family relationship with Dhruva, his mother, and also woman could not become the diksa guru of Dhruva Maharaja."
11/5/20, 10:02 - Krishnakirti Pr: Maharaja, it may be from his book, but you are using it. You have put it forward, so you must have understood something from it. You should either give up the idea entirely, change your idea to something better, or defend your use of it.
11/5/20, 10:18 - +7 925 908-01-08: It’s very clear that if it would be undisputed then why so many interpretations are given from both sides? For me this in itself is the proof that it’s “undetermined”.
11/5/20, 10:18 - Krishnakirti Pr: We also have that page in the unedited manuscript printed in our book on page 74 (Appendix III). Our conclusion is that it makes no difference whether you use the unedited version or the edited version. In that sentence, SP gives "woman" as a reason as to why she cannot be diksa-guru.
11/5/20, 10:19 - +7 925 908-01-08: What is primary in the context, “woman” or “mother”?
11/5/20, 10:21 - Krishnakirti Pr: Which version do you want to argue from?
11/5/20, 10:22 - Krishnakirti Pr: Pick one, and we'll go with that.
11/5/20, 10:22 - +7 925 908-01-08: I’ll take original version from the purport quoted above
11/5/20, 10:28 - Krishnakirti Pr: OK. We'll go with that. In that sentence, two or three reasons are given. The words given as a reason are bolded.

1) if you consider "his mother" to be non-parenthetical to "family relationship with Dhruva", then "his mother" and "woman" are separate reasons. Then there are three reasons.

"Suniti, however, being in *family relationship with Dhruva*, his *mother*, and also *woman* could not become the diksa guru of Dhruva Maharaja."

But if you consider "his mother" parenthetical to "family relationship with Dhruva", then there are two reasons.


"Suniti, however, being in *family relationship with Dhruva*, his mother, and also *woman* could not become the diksa guru of Dhruva Maharaja."

Insofar as the reasons she could not become diksa-guru, the below sentence is equivalent to the original.


"Suniti, however, being in *family relationship with Dhruva* and also *woman* could not become the diksa guru of Dhruva Maharaja."

In either case, "woman is listed as a separate reason for not being able to be Dhruva's diksa-guru.
11/5/20, 10:36 - Krishnakirti Pr: For those not sure of what "parenthetical" refers to, it indicates a term that is automatically implied by the previous term but which is mentioned for the convenience of the reader.

For example: "Srila Prabhupada, the Founder-Acharya of ISKCON, brought Krishna bhakti to the West."

If you know who Srila Prabhupada is, you also know that he is the Founder-Acharya of ISKCON. You only mention it to persons who may not be aware of that fact. Therefore, that term can be elided with no change in meaning to the sentence.

"Srila Prabhupada brought Krishna bhakti to the West."

Both sentences mean the same thing. Therefore, the term "Founder-Acharya of ISKCON" is parenthetical to "Srila Prabhupada". It can be removed without altering the meaning of the sentence.
11/5/20, 11:16 - Krishnakirti Pr: This entry on "parenthetical construction" is from the _The Handbook of Good English_ (1991), by Edward J. Johnson:

"*parenthetical construction*  a construction used not to identify a word or phrase but merly to provide further information about it. A construction with parenthesis is, of course, parenthetical, in _John (who won the tournament) is smiling,_ the *relative clause* _who won the tournament_ is a parenthetical construction. Instead of a pair of parentheses, a pair of commas or a pair of dashes can be used to set off a parenthetical construction: _Mary, who won the tournament, is smiling; Mary--who won the tournament--is smiling._ Parenthetical constructions are often called nonrestrictive, because they do not restrict the meaning of the words they modify. In _The woman who won the tournament is smiling,_ the clause _who won the tournament_ is no longer parenthetical; it is a *defining construction*, restricting the meaning of the word _woman_. Proper punctuation often depends on determining whether a construction is parenthetical or defining; see rule 2-1.
11/5/20, 11:24 - sridhara srinivasa das: Excellent example..
11/5/20, 12:22 - +7 925 908-01-08: It is a good explanation. But I’d appreciate the answer to my question as well.
11/5/20, 12:23 - +7 925 908-01-08: *What is primary in the context, “woman” or “mother”?*
11/5/20, 12:25 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/5/20, 12:26 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: I would like to know from both of you - 

What is the difference between mother and woman
11/5/20, 12:30 - +7 925 908-01-08: It’s obvious, not every woman can become mother due to different circumstances
11/5/20, 12:31 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: True
11/5/20, 12:31 - +7 925 908-01-08: Every mother is a woman, but not every woman is a mother
11/5/20, 12:32 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: All mothers are woman ,but all woman cannot be mother ( unless she gets married and gives birth to a child ).
11/5/20, 12:32 - Krishnakirti Pr: In light of the grammatical construction of the sentence, this distinction is completely irrelevant.
11/5/20, 12:32 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: Sunithi was married and she qualifies for being both woman  mother
11/5/20, 12:33 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: And
11/5/20, 12:39 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/5/20, 12:40 - Krishnakirti Pr: According to the grammatical construction of the sentence (current SB version), the term "mother" is parenthetical to woman. That means it gives further information about the term without restricting it.


Sunīti, however, being a _woman_, *and specifically his mother*, could not become Dhruva Mahārāja’s dīkṣā-guru.

Because "and specifically his mother", is parenthetical, removing it does not change the proposition that SP is making. He is saying that Suniti could not become Dhruva's diksa-guru because she was a woman. SP is not saying that she could not be his diksa-guru because she was his mother.
11/5/20, 12:50 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: As what I have understood is that when SP writes sunithi as both mother and woman 
That either was she can't become his diksha guru .

Because she was a woman she cannot become a diksha guru 
And also since was also his mother she cannot become his diksha guru .

So it is very clear that srila prabhupad mentions woman .

Only argument can be put is that 

Why SP mentioned " specifically  his mother " which makes some to ask the question that 
Ok only mother's cannot initiate their children ,but if she is woman then she can initiate .

But we can see from the sentence which SP wrote is

Sunithi ,however being a woman ,and specifically his mother ,could not become Druva Maharaj 's diksha guru .

This shows that SP is confirming in both ways that either woman or mother both cannot become diksha guru .
11/5/20, 12:51 - +91 94371 79400: Some time after marriage also no children. Here doesn't matter.
What srila prabhupada is saying from his word it is very clearly able to understand that woman or mother or ladies or stri cannot become dikhya guru. Very Simple and very clear. No one should try to make new new meaning. All words meaning is almost same.
Chanakya pandit also matruvat para daresu also meaning is same, whether married or not married still they are mother. So far my understanding whether mother,wife, ladies, women or daughter all are is respected is mother. Mother cannot become dikhya guru.
Very simple.
11/5/20, 12:52 - sridhara srinivasa das: Excellent point... Sri Caitanaya Mahaprabhu also taught that everyone except one's wife should be treated as mother.. Why Srila Prabhupada had us address women in the movement as "mataji" and not "behanji"
11/5/20, 12:53 - sridhara srinivasa das: This is western egalitarian understanding mixed with bilogical mother, non-woman mother in the form of gays
11/5/20, 12:53 - +91 94371 79400: Right
11/5/20, 12:54 - Krishnakirti Pr: In this case, we should take standard grammar as pramana that can decide for us. For example, the explanation given by Krishnadas Kaviraja uses to establish that Krishna is not an incarnation of Vishnu but is actually the Supreme source of all incarnations, including Lord Vishnu, is established on the point of grammar.  Also, vande gurn isa bhaktan (first verse of the CC), SP later makes the point that gurun is plural and therefore refers to siksa, diksa and vartmapradarshaka gurus. He begins his argument by referring to grammar.
11/5/20, 12:55 - +91 94371 79400: Right
11/5/20, 12:56 - Krishnakirti Pr: Nevertheless, it is not wrong to say that SP is saying that because Suniti was a woman and because she was a mother, she could not become guru. Because a mother is also a woman, so it is not wrong. But the grammar makes it clearer that it is because she is a woman.
11/5/20, 12:57 - +91 94371 79400: Here some one try to put dust on our eyes by using words women mother are different which is not at all true.
11/5/20, 13:01 - sridhara srinivasa das: So @79259080108 Maharaja any thing from your end to counter all these explanations?
11/5/20, 13:09 - Krishnakirti Pr: Do you at least accept that the the relative clause *and specifically his mother* either in the edited or unedited Bhagavatam is the part of a parenthetical construction? Can we at least agree on this much that it is?
11/5/20, 13:14 - Krishnakirti Pr: Just a note. I deleted the reference to my previous message by accident.
11/5/20, 13:16 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/5/20, 13:16 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/5/20, 13:18 - Krishnakirti Pr: So, my question to BR Sagar Maharaja is as above, which I reproduce below:


Do you at least accept that the the relative clause *and specifically his mother* either in the edited or unedited Bhagavatam is the part of a parenthetical construction? Can we at least agree on this much that it is?
11/5/20, 13:19 - +7 925 908-01-08: An interesting point here I’d like to highlight:

For example: "Srila Prabhupada, the Founder-Acharya of ISKCON, brought Krishna bhakti to the West."

If you know who Srila Prabhupada is, you also know that he is the Founder-Acharya of ISKCON. You only mention it to persons who may not be aware of that fact. Therefore, that term can be elided with no change in meaning to the sentence.

"Srila Prabhupada brought Krishna bhakti to the West."

Both sentences mean the same thing. Therefore, the term "Founder-Acharya of ISKCON" is parenthetical to "Srila Prabhupada". It can be removed without altering the meaning of the sentence.
11/5/20, 13:22 - +7 925 908-01-08: As we know, many devotees tried exactly that - to take away the “Founder Acharya” from Srila Prabhupada’s name. And we know well how he responded to it.
11/5/20, 13:26 - +7 925 908-01-08: I won’t be able to participate for few hours due to the important engagements, but I’ll come back
11/5/20, 13:29 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/5/20, 13:30 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/5/20, 13:33 - Krishnakirti Pr: This message was deleted
11/5/20, 13:56 - Krishnakirti Pr: Maharaja, my intention in using this example was only to show that the proposition "Srila Prabhupada brought Krishna bhakti to the West" is not modified by the inclusion or exclusion of his title. That is all. There was no intention on my part to recommend that his title be removed from his name.

But this is your response to it: _As we know, many devotees tried exactly that - to take away the “Founder Acharya” from Srila Prabhupada’s name. And we know well how he responded to it._

By this remark, it seems to me you are saying "Krishna Kirti Das has recommended that Srila Prabhupada's title "Founder-Acharya" be taken away from Srila Prabhuapda's name."

Can you confirm that this is indeed what you are saying?
11/5/20, 14:02 - Sumitra Krishna Pr: <Media omitted>
